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" State of California
Office of Planning and Research
1400 Tenth Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

Notice of Preparation
Draft Focused, Tiered Environmental Impact Report

Project Title: Construction and Operation of Building 49
and the G-4 Parking Lot

Project Location: Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory
Lead Agency: University of California
County: Alameda County

The University of California will be the Lead Agency and will prepare a focused, tiered Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) for the proposed construction and operation of Building 49 and the G-4 Parking
Lot for Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory (LBNL), located in the cities of Berkeley and Oakland,
Alameda County, California. These otherwise separate projects will be reviewed together in the EIR
because LBNL would prefer to use material excavated from the proposed Building 49 office building
site in the construction of the proposed G-4 parking lot.

A brief summary of the project description follows, along with a description of alternatives to be
considered (Attachment A). LBNL will hold a Public Scoping Meeting for the EIR on June 30, 2003
at the North Berkeley Senior Center (1901 Hearst Avenue, Berkeley, 6:30 pm to 9:00 pm). Details
are provided below (Attachment B). A fully detailed project description and preliminary discussion of
environmental issues, along with project graphics, is included in the attached Initial Study

(Attachment C).

We request your agency’s views as to the scope and content of the environmental information germane
to your agency’s statutory responsibilities pertinent to the proposed Project. Your agency will need to
use the EIR when considering any applicable permit(s) or other approval(s) for the proposed Project.
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Your response should be sent not later than 30 days after receipt of this notice to be considered for the
EIR scope and analysis. The name of a contact person within your agency should be included with your
response.

Please send your response to: Jeff Philliber, Environmental Planning Coordinator
Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, MS 90K
One Cyclotron Road, Berkeley, California 94720

If you have any questions about this process, please contact Jeff Philliber, EIR Coordinator for this
Project, at the above address or at 510/486-5257.

Signature: %@L@Q}N’“ﬁk“ Date: (0/ le / 03
NN

Laura Chen, Chief Facilities Planner
Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory

Attachments: Summary Project Description and Scope of Focused Tiered EIR
Public Scoping Meeting Announcement
Initial Study and Project Maps/Graphics

cc. State Clearinghouse
Alan Waltner, UCOP General Counsel
John E. Zimmermann, Office of the President, Design and Construction
LBNL CEQA Agency and Public Mailing List
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N Attachment A
Summary Project Description and Scope of Focused Tiered EIR

The Building 49 project site is located on a west-facing hillside, between Cyclotron Road and East Road,
on the western side of the LBNL site, within the city limits of Berkeley. The G-4 parking lot project site
is located on south and east-facing hillsides, south of Building 70A and east of Cyclotron Road. A
detailed discussion of project description, location, and the potential environmental effects is contained
in the attached Initial Study.

Building 49

Building 49 would be a six-story, 65,000 sq. ft. office building constructed at LBNL by a third-party
developer who would lease the building to the University for LBNL’s use. It would provide
“decompression” office space for up to 240 staff who already work at LBNL under overcrowded
conditions; it would not change the population at LBNL and would cause no new automobile commute
trips. No laboratory research or space would be included in this building; accordingly, no hazardous
laboratory chemicals or radionuclides would be emitted.

The approximately 1.08-acre project site is currently undeveloped and is located on the hillside east of
Cyclotron Road, near LBNL’s main entrance, and adjacent to the Building 50 complex. Building 49
construction would take place from approximately Spring 2004 to Fall 2005. The Project would require
excavation, construction of new infrastructure, and site re-vegetation. The site has no record of soil
contamination or other past activities that might be indicative of contamination. Approximately 26,000
cubic yards of soil would be excavated from the site for construction of the proposed building. The site
is primarily vegetated with eucalyptus trees and non-native grassland. No Federally or State listed
species of concern are known to exist on the site.

G-4 Parking Lot

The G-4 parking lot would be constructed on fill on slopes south of the building 50 and 70 complexes.
It would be range from a minimum of 31,000 square feet and 95 parking stalls up to a maximum of
39,000 square feet and 120 parking stalls. The minimum size would use about 26,000 cubic yards of
fill--preferably from the Building 49 project excavation. The maximum parking lot size, which would
be built as an optional second phase, would only be constructed if additional soil were to become
available in the future. The G-4 parking lot would serve the approximately 1,235 current occupants of
the Building 50 and Building 70 complexes, which currently are served by fewer than 250 parking
spaces dedicated to those buildings.

Construction of the G-4 parking lot would require the alteration of a small drainage (approximately 0.03
acres) that runs through the project site so that the site may receive fill. In order to do this, it is
anticipated that the proposed Project will require a Clean Water Act Section 404 Nationwide permit
from the US Army Corps of Engineers, a Clean Water Act section 401 water quality certification from
the San Francisco Regional Water Quality Control Board, and a streambed alteration agreement from the
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California Department of Fish and Game. In addition, it would require the removal of several trees and
other vegetation, including oak trees and some riparian plant species, from the lower elevations of the
~ project site.

Scope of Environmental Impact Report

Environmental issues that will be analyzed in detail in this focused, tiered EIR include: aesthetics; air
quality; biological resources; cultural resources; geology, soils, and seismicity; hazards and hazardous
materials; hydrology and water quality; land use and planning; noise; public services; transportation and
traffic; utilities and service systems; and cumulative impacts. Environmental issues to be focused out of
this EIR are: agricultural resources; mineral resources; population and housing; and recreational
resources. The EIR will be tiered off of LBNL’s 1987 Long Range Development Plan EIR, as amended,
and will incorporate all applicable mitigation measures from that EIR, as appropriate. i

The following alternatives for both components of the Project—Building 49 and the G-4 parking lot—
in addition to the “No Project” alternative, will be considered for analysis in the EIR:

Off-site lease(s): An equivalent amount of off-site space would be leased on the UC Berkeley campus, in
the City of Berkeley, or in other nearby cities. .

Alternate On-site Location(s): One equivalent-sized or a series of smaller buildings with equivalent total
space would be constructed at different locations on-site.

Smaller Building: A smaller or differently designed building would be constructed at the presently
proposed Project site. This building could include a smaller profile or footprint to reduce impacts
identified in the EIR, as appropriate.

The following alternatives to the proposed G-4 parking lot will be considered in the EIR:

Soil Disposal On-site--Multiple Smaller Sites: Alternate sites would be found at Berkeley Lab to
distribute the 26,000 cubic yards of excavated soil.

Soil Disposal On-gite—Smaller Lot: A smaller or differently designed parking lot could be constructed
at the presently proposed parking lot site. The smaller parking lot could include a reduced area of
impermeable surface or a smaller volume of fill to reduce impacts identified in the EIR, as appropriate.

Soil Disposal at Off-site Landfill--University Avenue Route: 26,000 cubic yards of soil would be
trucked out in approximately 2,150 round truck trips to a nearby use or area landfill. The trucks would
depart through the Blackberry Canyon gate on Cyclotron Road, to Hearst Avenue, to University Avenue,
to Interstate 80.

Soil Disposal at Off-site Landfill--Grizzly Peak Route: 26,000 cubic yards of soil would be trucked out
in approximately 2,150 round truck trips to a nearby use or area landfill. The trucks would depart
through the Grizzly Peak gate, up to Centennial Drive, to Grizzly Peak Blvd., to Fish Ranch Road, to
Highway 24, to either Interstate 580 or Interstate 880.
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Attachment B
Public Scoping Meeting

LBNL will hold a public scoping meeting open to all interested agencies and members of the public.
The meeting is intended to provide information about Berkeley Lab’s CEQA process, to present a brief
overview of the Project, to identify environmental impact areas to be analyzed in the Draft EIR, and to
invite public comment on the scope of the EIR analysis.

What: Scoping Meeting for LBNL Building 49 and G-4 Parking Lot EIR.
When: Monday, June 30, 2003: 6:30 p.m. to 9:00 p.m.
Where: North Berkeley Senior Center

1901 Hearst Avenue, Berkeley

Transportation
and Parking: The North Berkeley Senior Center is wheel chair accessible and within walking

distance from the Berkeley BART Station and various AC Transit bus lines.
Parking is available at the North Berkeley Senior Center from Bonita Avenue.

MAP TO NORTH BERKELEY SENIOR CENTER
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’ Initial Study
L PROJECT INFORMATION
Project Title: Construction and Operation of Building 49 Office Building
and G-4 Parking Lot*
Lead Agency: University of California, Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory
Address: One Cyclotron Road, MS 90K, Berkeley, California 94720
County: Alameda County
Contact Person: Jeff Philliber
Environmental Planning Group
Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory
One Cyclotron Road, MS 90K
Berkeley, California 94720
Phone Number: (510) 486-5257
*--Referred to herein as “the proposed Project” or “the Project.”
II. PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Description of Proposed Project
Building 49
The University of California (UC) proposes to enter into an agreement with a third-party
developer (“the Developer”) to construct a six-story, 65,000 sq. ft. office building at the
Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory (LBNL, or “Berkeley Lab”). UC would execute
a ground lease for the Site with the Developer. The Ground Lease would allow the
Developer to finance, design, build, own, and maintain the building. UC would lease all
of the space in the Office Building from the Developer for use by LBNL through a Rental
Agreement.
LBNL would use the building for office and meeting space. The proposed office
building would include no laboratory space, and no laboratory research would be
LBNL Building 49 Draft EIR B-7 ESA /202210
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conducted in the building. The proposed Project would “decompress” existing staff from
other areas of Berkeley Lab that are currently overcrowded or that do not meet LBNL

~ workspace standards for office workers (i.e., 135 net square feet of primary office space
per person). The proposed Project would not affect the population of the LBNL hill
site—no new employees would be added to LBNL’s population as a result of this
proposed Project.

The approximately 1.08-acre project site is currently undeveloped and is located on the
hillside east of Cyclotron Road, near LBNL’s main entrance: the Blackberry Gate
entrance on Cyclotron Road (see Figures 1 and 2). It is adjacent to the Building 50
complex to the east, Cyclotron Road and the Building 65 complex to the west, the main
LBNL shuttle bus stop to the north, and an exterior stairway and undeveloped hillside
further to the south. The proposed Building 49 would be occupied by up to
approximately 240 current LBNL employees and would include approximately ten on-
site service, visitor, and handicapped parking spaces. The proposed office building
would be accessible from both Cyclotron Road at the entry floor level on the west side of
the building, and from East Road (a.k.a. “Road E”) at the sixth floor level on the east side
of the building.

Building 49 construction would take place from approximately Spring 2004 to Fall 2005.
The Project would require excavation, construction of new infrastructure, and site re-
vegetation. The site has no record of soil contamination or other past activities that might
be indicative of contamination. Approximately 26,000 cubic yards of soil would be
excavated from the site for construction of the proposed building. The site is primarily
vegetated with eucalyptus trees and non-native grassland. No Federally or State listed
species of concern are known to exist on the site.

Building 49 would be designed to complement the topography of the project site, as well
as adjacent buildings and the predominant architectural style of LBNL (see Figures 3, 4,
and 5). The Project would also be designed to provide short-range views of the
Blackberry Canyon entrance area along Cyclotron Road, and long-range views (from its
upper stories) of the University of California, Berkeley campus and adjacent areas, as
well as the San Francisco Bay. With the possible exception of the uppermost floor(s),
Building 49 would not be viewable from most off-site short, medium, and long-range
views. The proposed building’s interior would be designed to promote interaction and
collaboration between staff.

Building 49 would include a ground lease to the Developer who would own, finance,
design, build, and manage the new office building. The University of California would
lease the building from the Developer on a year-to-year basis for LBNL use. The
University of California has confirmed that any potential for the building to be leased or
occupied by any party other than the University of California or the Department of
Energy is not reasonably foreseeable, and is therefore not a part of this California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) review. In the unforeseeable event that the
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University or the Department of Energy did not elect to lease the building, a separate
CEQA review would be conducted for any alternative occupation of the building, as
appropriate.

Soil Disposal or Reuse

The proposed Project would generate up to approximately 26,000 cubic yards of
excavated soil that would need to be disposed of away from the Building 49 project site.
Several alternatives for soil disposal are under consideration and will be analyzed in the
EIR. The Preferred Alternative, which would minimize off-site environmental impacts
and simultaneously address existing parking shortages at LBNL, is to use the soil to
construct a parking lot at LBNL. This parking lot, referred to herein as the “G-4 parking
lot,” is identified as part of the proposed Project in the forthcoming analysis and is
identified along with alternative soil disposal options, below.

G-4 Parking Lot

The G-4 parking lot would serve the approximately 1,235 current occupants of the
Building 50 and Building 70 complexes—the most densely populated area of the Lab.
This area of LBNL is historically underserved for parking as the lot capacity of these
building complexes is currently about 230 spaces. Staff currently working in the
Building 50 and Building 70 complexes who cannot park in the immediate vicinity must
seek parking in more remote areas and then walk or ride the LBNL shuttle to their
destination buildings.

Under the proposed Project, the G-4 parking lot would be constructed on a largely
undeveloped slope south of Building 70A and east of Cyclotron Road, approximately 700
feet southeast of the Building 49 site. The G-4 parking lot would be constructed in two
stages. The first stage would use the 26,000 cubic yards of excess soil, expected to be
provided from Building 49 excavation, as fill to create a level area on the project site
slope. This would provide a surface parking lot (paved area) of 31,000 square feet with
95 parking stalls (see Figure 6). Expected completion of the first stage would be by Fall
2005. The second, optional stage would use additional excess soil of up to approximately
24,000 cubic yards that may be generated from future LBNL projects. This would
increase the size of the level area and provide a total surface parking lot (paved area) of
39,000 square feet with a total of 120 parking stalls (see Figure 7). The second stage
would be achieved if surplus soils requiring disposal were to become available at LBNL
in the future. At this time, there are no specific projects planned or underway that would
generate this fill. If a project(s) generating such fill materials is proposed in the future,
the appropriate project-level CEQA analysis would be undertaken at that time to review
the future project or project(s) proposed to generate that fill. If no sufficient quantity of
soil requiring disposal becomes available in the near future, the G-4 parking lot would
remain completed at the first stage. In either of the two stages of parking lot
development, approximately the same footprint would be disturbed, and each would
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require the same approximate improvement and extension of access Road E that runs
west and south of Building 70A.

The slopes in the general Project vicinity incline eastward at an average rise of about 2:1
(horizontal to vertical). The site is part of the watershed area for the North Fork of
Strawberry Creek. The site is bounded by the Building 70 complex to the north, Building
54 to the east, vegetated slopes to the south, and Cyclotron Road to the west. The upper
portion of the site is a grassy plain that contains a few scattered trees (approximately one-
dozen oak, pine, and eucalyptus) and is overlain by drainage pipes (hydraugers) that
withdraw water from upland areas. The lower portion of the site is heavily vegetated
with native and non-native grasses, a variety of trees—including oaks, pine, and
eucalyptus—and heavy brush and some riparian vegetation.

There are two drainages on the site, sloping from east to west, that converge into a single
drainage at a point at about the midpoint of the project site. The first drainage (Drainage
A) originates from a series of hydraugers and drain pipes in the north-central portion of
the site. After entering an underground, corrugated metal culvert, Drainage A exits the
piping and follows the open topography approximately 150 feet to the west where it
continues down the slope as an approximately 250-foot-long intermittent channel,
comprising about 0.02 acres. The second drainage (Drainage B) originates upslope of a
manhole in the eastern portion of the project site. Drainage B is a narrow channel fed by
a drain pipe from an uphill parking lot. It is approximately 300 feet long and converges
into Drainage A. The combined drainages appear to collect ephemeral-to-intermittent
flows. When they occur, these flows are directed to the bottom of Drainage A, which
terminates immediately east of Cyclotron Road into a subsurface storm sewer drainage
system, which ultimately directs the flow into the North Fork of Strawberry Creek.
While the lower part of the combined drainage (Drainage A) appears to support a small
amount of scattered hydrophytic vegetation, the majority of the combined channels is
unvegetated.

Construction of the proposed G-4 parking lot would require extending the upslope
drainage pipes through the project area and terminating at the inlet to the storm system at
Cyclotron Road. Extending these pipes, which currently feed the open drainages on the
project site, would allow fill to be placed on the site so as to construct the G-4 parking
lot. Wherever feasible, parking lot design would incorporate permeable pavement or
similar state-of-the-art design features to minimize the addition of impervious surface to
the area. Net flows through these drainages and into the storm sewer system along
Cyclotron Road would remain essentially unchanged.

These project site drainages would likely be considered jurisdictional waterbodies subject
to the Clean Water Act (CWA); the total area of jurisdictional waterbodies that may be
filled by this Project would be approximately 0.02 — 0.03 acres. Consequently, this
action is expected to require the following agency approvals: A CWA Section 404 permit
from the US Army Corps of Engineers (COE), a CWA Section 401 water quality
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certification from the San Francisco Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB),
and a streambed alteration agreement from the California Department of Fish and Game
(CDFG). The three agencies adhere to a “no net loss” policy, which requires project
proponents to avoid and minimize adverse impacts to jurisdictional waterbodies and to
provide compensatory mitigation. LBNL would undergo this process concurrent with the
CEQA process. ’

Project Need and Objectives

The proposed Building 49 is intended to help address a substantial shortage of office
space at LBNL that results in overcrowded work conditions for many staff. It would
advance LBNL towards its target—as recommended by the General Services
Administration—of 135 net square feet of primary office space per person. LBNL’s
current sitewide space allocation is approximately 100 net square feet per person. Asa
third-party development, Building 49 would eliminate the need for scarce governmental
funding otherwise necessary to construct such a building on site. It would provide a
building that is in close proximity to where it would be most useful (i.e., near the Lab’s
front entrance and near the Building 50 and Building 70 complexes), and it would be an
opportunity to create a signature building that serves as a focal point to LBNL from the
main gate at Blackberry Canyon. As opposed to using additional leased space off site, it
would minimize inefficiencies of staff being separated from the main Berkeley
Laboratory; it would the time and expense of frequent travel between off-site leased
space and the main site in the everyday conduct of LBNL business.

The proposed G-4 parking lot is intended to reuse the soil that would be generated by the
proposed Building 49 in a way that is productive, cost-effective, and minimizes
environmental impacts to LBNL’s neighbors and the surrounding community. It would
help address a shortage of available parking spaces at LBNL, particularly in the vicinity
of the Building 50 and Building 70 complexes. It would minimize the distance that
excavated soil would be transported and avoid approximately 4,300 one-way truck frips
through Berkeley city streets. It would prevent the unnecessary filling of nearby
landfills with clean, useable soil. By directing Building 49 soils to one fill site, it would
reduce the cost and associated environmental impacts of seeking multiple areas on-site to
fill. It could potentially provide additional soil reuse capacity of up to approximately
24,000 cubic yards for any future projects at LBNL that might otherwise require off-site
transport and disposal of soils. ‘

General Setting and Background

The main LBNL site straddles the border between the cities of Berkeley and Oakland in
Alameda County adjacent to and east of the UC Berkeley campus. Berkeley Lab is
situated in the ridges and draws of Blackberry and Strawberry Canyons in the East Bay
Hills. The area to the west includes the UC Berkeley campus, and UC Berkeley student
and general residential neighborhoods; to the north are single-family residential
neighborhoods, the Lawrence Hall of Science, and other rurally set recreational and
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cultural facilities and parking uses; to the east and southeast are University-owned rural
lands including designated a ecological study area and botanical garden; to the south and
southwest are the University, recreational facilities, and single-family residential
neighborhoods.

A portion of the main LBNL site, including the upper east canyon area, was included in
the US Fish and Wildlife Service’s designation of critical habitat for the Federally
threatened Alameda whipsnake. This designation included major portions of Alameda
and Contra Costa counties; LBNL lies on the periphery of this designation area. The
designation was made in the year 2000 and was vacated by the U.S. District Court in
2003. Neither the Building 49 site nor the G-4 parking lot site lies within this formerly
designated area

Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory is a multi-program energy research laboratory
operated and managed by the University of California (UC) under a contract with the
U.S. Department of Energy (DOE). LBNL has operated at its present site since 1940. Its
principal role for DOE is to conduct research on the broad range of fundamental sciences,
energy, and environmental resources. Classified research is not conducted at LBNL.

LBNL is located on approximately 200 acres that are owned by the University of
California and most of which are leased to the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE). DOE
owns the facilities and structures that comprise LBNL, and it contracts out the
management and operation of the National Laboratory to the University of California.

Consistency with the LRDP

LBNL’s current LRDP and LRDP EIR were approved in 1987. The EIR was later
supplemented in 1992 and an addendum was prepared in 1997 (referred to hereafter as
the “1987 LRDP EIR, as amended”). In the forthcoming Project EIR, the proposed
Project will be analyzed for consistency with the current LRDP and 1987 LRDP EIR, as
amended.

The proposed Project would be within the space and population levels anticipated in the
current 1987 LBNL Long Range Development Plan (LRDP) and analyzed in the 1987
LRDP EIR, as amended. The proposed Building 49 would not present a land use
conflict. Its site is underlain with utilities and it is adjacent to the existing Building 50
complex; it is buffered from the surrounding off-site view points and land uses by terrain,
vegetation, and surrounding buildings. The parking lot would be constructed in an area
identified as the West Strawberry Canyon Buffer-Zone Landscape Area in the 1987
LRDP. In addition, a portion of the parking lot site is on land formerly managed for the
University by UC Berkeley—this site portion will be analyzed for consistency with the
existing UC Berkeley LRDP because it is not specifically designated in LBNL’s current
1987 LRDP. While the proposed parking lot would reduce the forested and riparian
vegetation in a portion of this overall buffer area, it would continue to preserve views,
consistent with the buffer zone, by avoiding construction of tall or obstructing structures.
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The proposed Project would implement all applicable 1987 LRDP EIR, as amended,
mitigation measures.

LBNL is undergoing a multi-year process to prepare a new LRDP and LRDP EIR. When
adopted by The Regents of the University of California, these documents would guide
future development at LBNL for approximately 20 years. It is expected that draft
versions of these documents may be available for public review in late 2003 or early
2004. Although the current LRDP and 1987 LRDP EIR, as amended, are the applicable
guiding documents for this proposed Project, it is anticipated that the proposed Project
would be in completely consistent with the new LRDP and LRDP EIR.

II1. ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY
AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project,
involving at least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the
checklist on the following pages.

] Aesthetics ] Agriculture Resources T Air Quality
T Biological Resources - Cultural Resources ] Geology/Soils
] Hazards & Hazardous Materials —i Hydrology/Water Quality B Land Use/Planning
— _— |

Mineral Resources Noise Population/Housing
] Public Services B Recreation C Transportation/Traffic
N Utilities/Service Systems _;_ Mandatory Findings of Significance

7
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Iv. DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)

On the basis of the initial evaluation that follows:

I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and
a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

1 find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been
made by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.

. I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact™ or “potentially
significant unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has
been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached
sheets. A TIERED ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze
only the effects that remain to be addressed.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR
or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided
or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions
or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, no further environmental
document is required. FINDINGS consistent with this determination will be prepared.

Signature A}A‘W—— Date (o / 16 / 03
NS )

DefE  PHIdIRGR Ldoph  CHeN

Printed Name For
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V. EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS

Initial Study Checklist

Will be analyzed No additional
in EIR analysis needed

1. AESTHETICS — Would the Project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? . D

Although the upper portion of Building 49 might be intermittently visible from some off-
site locations, neither site (Building 49 nor G-4 parking lot) is expected to be visible from
off-site scenic vistas.

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock . D
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

Neither site is readily visible from a State scenic highway.

¢) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its . I:]
surroundings?

Both Building 49 and G-4 parking lot construction would remove trees and change the
visual character of the immediate sites; however, both sites are adjacent to heavily
developed areas.

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day
or nighttime views in the area? - D

Both Building 49 and the G-4 parking lot would introduce new sources of light and glare
to their immediate sites; however, new construction would conform to design guidelines
and visual quality mitigation measures identified in the 1987 LRDP EIR, as amended,
and both would be adjacent to existing light and glare sources. Neither is expected to be
noticeable to off-site viewpoints.

¢) Exceed an applicable LRDP or Program EIR standard ef significance? . D
With the implementation of the mitigation measures set out in the Laboratory's LRDP

EIR, as amended, , as well as project-specific mitigation measures if required, the
Laboratory expects that no applicable standard of significance would be exceeded.
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Although the upper portion of Building 49 might be intermittently visible from some off-site locations, neither site would have
a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista or from a scenic road. The Building 49 roofline would be adjacent to and well
below the building mass of the Building 50 complex to the east. In conformance with mitigation measures set out in the
Laboratory's LRDP EIR, as amended, the building design and the construction materials used would reduce potential impacts of
light and glare, and the building site would be landscaped. The G-4 parking lot site slopes would be revegetated and contoured
to restore a natural appearance. Although several trees would be removed from the area downhill of the proposed parking lot,
key screening trees would remain in that area of the Lab in addition to proposed revegetation.

2. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES: In determining whether impacts to agricultural
resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the
California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997)
prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation as an optional model to use in
assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. Would the Project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide D .
Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland

Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use?

The LBNL site contains no agriculturally-used lands, nor any Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance.

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract? D .

See above. The project sites are not zoned for agricultural use, and no Williamson Act
contracts would be affected.

c) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or [:’ .
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use?

See above. The Project would not involve any changes in the environment that could
result in the conversion of farmland to nonagricultural use.

d) Exceed an applicable LRDP or Program EIR standard of significance? D .

No applicable standard of significance would be exceeded.
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There are no agricultural resources at the LBNL site. The proposed Project would not result in the conversion of agricultural
resources to non-agricultural use, conflict with existing zoning, or otherwise result in a significant environmental effect to
designated agricultural resources. - No impact would occur and no further analysis is required. Agricultural resources will be
focused out from analysis in the EIR.

3. AIR QUALITY — Where available, the significance criteria established by the
applicable air quality management or air pollution control district may be relied
upon to make the following determinations. Would the Project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the épplicable air quality plan? . D

The Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) air basin is designated as a
State non-attainment area for PMy, (particulate matter with a nominal diameter of 10
microns or less), and as a Federal and State non-attainment area for ozone precursors.
Coustruction of both elements of the proposed Project would produce temporary
emissions of these pollutants, although in quantities expected to be well below their
applicable BAAQMD’s CEQA Guidelines thresholds of significance. Such increases
would be very minor on a regional level. The Laboratory would use standard emission
control and reduction measures, including measures to suppress dust during construction.

Operation of Building 49 would not require an emergency generator (as it would rely on
the existing permitted generator used by the Building 50 complex), but would likely used
gas-powered boilers for water heating. All necessary permits would be obtained through
the BAAQMD, as appropriate.

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or . D
projected air quality violation?

See above. Estimated emissions from the Project are expected to be below BAAQMD
CEQA Guidelines thresholds for all criteria pollutants. No laboratory research would
take place in the building, and thus there would be no laboratory emissions of toxic air
contaminants or radionuclides.

Although the BAAQMD air basin is designated as a non-attainment area for the State
ozone and PM,, standards, and a non-attainment area for the Federal ozone standard, any
increased contribution to those pollutant emissions resulting from the proposed Project
likely would be very minor on a regional level. Local PM;, emissions due to
construction would be controlled using applicable BAAQMD control measures, and
likely would be less than significant based on that agency's criteria. No significant
contribution to an air quality standard violation would be expected.

¢) Result in 2 cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for - [:l
which the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state

ambient air quality standard (including releasing emissions which exceed

quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?
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The BAAQMD air basin is designated as a non-attainment area for the State ozone and
PM,, standards, and a non-attainment area for the Federal ozone standard, so any
increased contribution of these emissions to the region would constitute an adverse
cumulative impact. However, LBNL’s expected increases in PM;, and ozone precursor
emissions as a result of the proposed Project would be relatively minor and would not
likely pose a “cumulatively considerable net increase.”

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? . D

It is expected that no substantial pollutant concentrations would be created by the Project
that would affect any known nearby sensitive receptors.

¢) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of peaple? . D

Ongoing activities from the proposed Project are not expected to create nuisance or
objectionable odors affecting substantial numbers of people, particularly people off-site.
Actions that might create objectionable odors include asphalt-laying during construction
activities. Such odors would be temporary and likely noticeable to a small number of off-
site people, and then only under limited meteorological conditions.

f) Exceed an applicable LRDP or Program EIR standard of significance? . [:l

With the implementation of the mitigation measures set out in the Laboratory's LRDP
EIR, as amended, as well as project-specific mitigation measures if required, the
Laboratory expects that no applicable air quality standard of significance would be
exceeded.

Temporary construction-related air impacts would occur at both construction sites and would result from construction vehicle
exhaust and dust from earth movement. Operational impacts from Building 49 would be negligible, as the proposed Project
would not generate any new automobile commute trips. Minor emissions from Building 49 gas-powered boilers and other
building systems may occur. Operational impacts from Parking Lot G-4 would be minimal, as the lot would be intended to
serve existing LBNL drivers. Marginal reductions in air impacts could occur from Building 50 Complex and Building 70
Complex drivers being able to find parking more easily without having to drive around the LBNL site looking for available
parking.

4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES -- Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat . D
modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status

species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California

Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
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Critical Habitat for the Federally threatened Alameda whipsnake was designated by the
US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) in 2000. This designated habitat area included
thousands of acres in Alameda and Contra Costa counties, and included an area nearby to
the proposed Project sites (although this habitat designation was successfully challenged
in a recent court case, LBNL will proceed with the analysis as if it were in place). Itis
not expected that this Project would impact the Federally threatened Alameda whipsnake:
neither site is located in the US Fish and Wildlife Service-designated critical habitat
arcal, neither site contains the characteristic features of classic whipsnake habitat, and
there have never been reported sitings of this species anywhere within LBNL boundaries.
Nevertheless, for the purposes of the forthcoming analysis, it will be assumed that either
site could be used as a dispersal corridor for the Alameda whipsnake from habitat areas in
the region and that the occasional presence of the species on either site is possible.

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive . D
natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by
the California Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service?

The proposed G-4 parking lot would fill an area that includes some riparian vegetation.

A small, artificial pool (less than 0.01 acres) that is fed by drain pipes and hydraugers
exists as the origin point of Drainage A. LBNL will consult with and apply for permits
with the Army Corps of Engineers, the San Francisco Regional Water Quality Control
Board, and the California Department of Fish and Game regarding these resources, as
appropriate, Although it is expected that impacts identified through the analysis can be
mitigated through the permitting process with these agencies, this will be considered a
potentially significant impact until such conclusions can be fully analyzed and confirmed.

¢) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by D
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal .

pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or

other means?

See above. While both Drainage A and Drainage B are generally devoid of vegetation,
some scattered hydrophytic vegetation exists at the lower portion of Drainage A. The G-
4 parking lot site would fill in this vegetation. The total area of jurisdictional waterbodies
that would be filled by this Project is estimated to be approximately 0.02 — 0.03 acres.
This action would be subject to Federal and State permitting. Due to the small size of the
area affected and the lack of any known threatened or endangered species there, the
Laboratory believes that this would not create a substantial adverse effect on wetlands.
Although it is expected that impacts identified through the analysis can be mitigated
through the permitting process with these agencies, this will be considered a potentially
significant impact until such conclusions can be fully analyzed and confirmed.

! On May 9, 2003, the U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of California vacated the Fish and Wildlife's
Service's Final Rule designating critical habitat for the Alameda Whipsnake. Nevertheless, for the purposes of this
analysis, LBNL conservatively recognizes the boundaries of the former critical habitat area in its consideration of
possible impacts to biological resources.
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d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory .
fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife D
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

The sites do not serve as a known migratory corridor or nursery site to any native resident
or migratory species. This issue will be further examined in the EIR analysis.

) Conflict with any local applicable policies protecting biological resources? - I:I

Berkeley Lab is not aware of any local applicable policies pertaining to biclogical
resources on the project sites, or the LBNL site.

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural . D
Community Conservation Plan, or other applicable habitat conservation plan?

No such plans have been adopted for LBNL site lands.
g) Exceed an applicable LRDP or Program EIR standard of significance? . D

With the implementation of the mitigation measures set out in the Laboratory's LRDP
EIR, as amended, as well as project-specific mitigation measures that may be identified
through the EIR analysis, by appropriate resource agencies, or through the permitting
process, no applicable standard of significance is expected to be exceeded by the
proposed Project. would be exceeded. Nevertheless, this will be considered a potentially
significant impact until such conclusions can be fully analyzed and confirmed.

The proposed G-4 parking lot would fill an area with possible jurisdictional drainages and that includes some riparian
vegetation, A small, artificial pool (less than 0.01 acres) that is fed by drain pipes and hydraugers exists as the origin point of
Drainage A. While both Drainage A and Drainage B are generally devoid of vegetation, some scattered hydrophytic vegetation
exists at the lower portion of Drainage A. LBNL will consult with and apply for permits with the Army Corps of Engineers, the
San Francisco Regional Water Quality Control Board, and the California Department of Fish and Game regarding these
resources, as appropriate. Although it is expected that impacts identified through the analysis can be mitigated through the
permitting process with these agencies, this will be considered a potentially significant impact until such conclusions can be
fully analyzed and confirmed.

Critical Habitat for the Federally threatened Alameda whipsnake was designated by the US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)
in 2000. This designated habitat area included thousands of acres in Alameda and Contra Costa counties, and included an area
nearby to the proposed Project sites (although this habitat designation was successfully challenged in a recent court case, LBNL
will proceed with the analysis as if it were in place). It is not expected that this Project would impact the Federally threatened
Alameda whipsnake. Nevertheless, for the purposes of the forthcoming analysis, it will be assumed that either site could be
used as a dispersal corridor for the Alameda whipsnake from habitat areas in the region and that the occasional presence of the
species on either site is possible.
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5. CULTURAL RESOURCES -- Would the Project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a histerical resource as . D
defined in §15064.5?7

No known or suspected historical resources exist at the proposed Project locations.

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological . D
resource pursuant to §15064.5?

No known or suspected archaeological resources exist at the proposed Project locations.

¢) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique . I:l
geologic feature?

No known or suspected paleontological resources or unique geologic features exist at the
proposed Project locations.

d) Disturb any human remains, including these interred outside of formal . D
cemeteries? :

No known or suspected human remains exist at the proposed Project locations.
¢) Exceed an applicable LRDP or Program EIR standard of significance? . D
With the implementation of the mitigation measures set out in the Laboratory's LRDP

EIR, as amended, as well as project-specific mitigation measures if required, the
Laboratory expects that no applicable standard of significance would be exceeded.

There are no known or expected archaeological or historical sites in either of the two project excavation and construction areas.
As part of previous investigations, surface examinations for cultural resources were made of undeveloped lands at Berkeley
Lab, although some of the area that would be used for the G-4 parking lot is covered with heavy brush and has not been closely
examined. If an unexpected encounter with a subsurface cultural resource such as an archaeological midden were to occur,
LBNL would enact appropriate mitigation as part of the proposed Project.

6. GEOLOGY AND SOILS -- Would the Project:

a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist- . D
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or

based on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines

and Geology Special Publication 42.
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Both Building 49 and the G-4 parking lot would be constructed on sloped sites within the
Alquist Priolo zone, an area extending 150 meters (about 500 feet) on both sides of major
active faults, in this case, the Hayward Fault. To the extent that personnel would relocate
to these areas from areas more distant from the fault, it is possible that their exposure to
seismic risks would marginally increase. The Project would meet applicable
requirements for structures erected in this zone, and the structures would be designed in
conformance with the University's seismic safety standards and other applicable
Laboratory standards, which exceed California Building Code requirements. Engineering
and safety analyses of LBNL structures indicate that, in a large seismic event, on-site
buildings may be expected to experience structural and non-structural damage but to
retain sufficient structural integrity such that personnel could evacuate.

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? . D
See above.
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? . D

See above.

iv) Landslides? ' o . |:|

The proposed Project sites are located on steep slopes. To the extent that personnel
would relocate to these areas from areas located on more level ground, it is possible that
their exposure to landslide-related risks would marginally increase, especially during
seismic events. See response to 6(a)(i), above. This would not be expected to be
significant.

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? . D

As it would be designed and constructed in accordance with management practices to
minimize erosion, the Project would not result in substantial soil erosion. Topsoil within
the footprint of the Project would be developed, or covered with engineered fill and
paved or reseeded.

¢) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become . D
unstable as a result of the Project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide,
lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

See (a)(i) and (a)(iv), above.

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building
Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property? . l___l

Building 49 would be constructed on a geotechnically engineered foundation and footing

system, and the proposed G-4 parking lot would be located on engineered fill. The
Projects would not be located on expansive soils.
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¢) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or D -
alternative waste water disposal systems where sewers are not available for the
disposal of waste water?
Like the rest of the LBNL site, Building 49 would rely on the East Bay Municipal Utility
District sanitary sewer system for wastewater disposal.
f) Exceed an applicable LRDP or Program EIR standard of significance? . D

With the implementation of the mitigation measures set out in the Laboratory's LRDP
EIR, as amended, as well as project-specific mitigation measures if required, the
Laboratory expects that no applicable standard of significance would be exceeded.

Both the Building 49 and the G-4 parking ot would be constructed on sloped sites within the Alquist Priolo zone, an area
extending 150 meters (about 500 feet) on both sides of major active faults, in this case, recognized to be nearby to the Hayward
Fault. Both project components would be designed to the University’s strict standards for earthquake safety, which exceed the
building code requirements.

A Fault Rupture Hazard Investigation was prepared for the Building 49 Project in August 2002. Three trenches were dug
across the site in order to study subsurface conditions for the purpose of determination if any faunlt-related features were present.
The Investigation concluded that there are no fault-related features found to underlie the project site and that no fault-related
features would impact the proposed Project. In addition, a preliminary geotechnical feasibility study has been prepared for the
proposed G-4 parking lot. This study includes design guidance and finds that the proposed parking lot could be feasibly
constructed in its currently proposed location.

7. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS — Would the Project:

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine D .
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

Building 49 would be used as office and meeting space only; no laboratory research or
storage, handling, or use of laboratory chemicals would take place within the building.
The building would include no laboratories or fume hoods. Construction of parking lot
G-4 would not increase the day-to-day use of hazardous materials at the Laboratory.

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably D .
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment?

See above. Also, there is no history of hazardous materials processing, storage, or
disposal on either the Building 49 or the G-4 parking lot project site.

¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, . D
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?
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No acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste would be handled at the project
locations. Emissions associated with the Project would be minimal and would involve
construction vehicle emissions, and building maintenance system emissions such as those
from boilers. (An emergency generator would not be included in this Project as building
49 would be connected to the existing emergency generator system for the Building 50
Complex.)

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites . D
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it
create a significant hazard to the public or the environment?

The project sites are not located on any list of hazardous materials sites.

¢) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has D .
not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would

the Project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project

area?

The project is not located within two miles of an airport.

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the Project result in a D .
safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

The project is not located within two miles of a private airstrip.

g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency . D
response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

The project would not impair or interfere with the Laboratory's emergency response and
evacuation planning. Both new facilities would be incorporated into LBNL’s existing
emergency response and evacuation plans.

h) Expase people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving . D
wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with wildlands?

The project sites are on sloped terrain and adjacent to both built-up areas and wildlands.
The Laboratory as a whole is subject to dry, warm conditions and occasional high winds
during the fire season. Fire hazards would be minimal as the building would meet all
required safety standards and fire code, and the building would be surrounded up and
downslope by roadways. LBNL has considerable on-site fire suppression capabilities and
its own fire department, maintains mutual assistance arrangements with neighboring fire
districts, and has implemented a fuel reduction/vegetation management program that has
greatly reduced the risk of wildland fire in the vicinity of the Lab.

i) Exceed an applicable LRDP or Program EIR standard of significance? . D
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With the implementation of the mitigation measures set out in the Laboratory's LRDP
EIR, as amended, as well as project-specific mitigation measures if required, the
Laboratory expects that no applicable standard of significance would be exceeded.

Building 49 would be used as office and meeting space only; no laboratory research or storage, handling, or use of laboratory
chemicals would take place within the building. The building would include no laboratories or fume hoods. Emissions
associated with the Project would be minimal and would involve construction vehicle emissions, and building maintenance
system emissions such as those from boilers. An emergency generator would not be included in this Project as building 49
would be connected to the existing emergency generator system for the Building 50 Complex.

Fire hazard would be minimal as the building would meet all required safety standards and fire code, and the building would be
surrounded up and downslope by roadways.

8. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY -- Would the Project:
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements? . D

The project would not be expected to violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements; it is not expected to affect LBNL’s existing wastewater discharge
permit, although these issues will be examined in the EIR and with the appropriate
resource agencies, as needed.

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with . D
groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a

lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-

existing nearby wells would drop to a level which would not support existing land

uses or planned uses for which permits have been granted)?

Groundwater is not a major water source in the area. LBNL does not use on-site
groundwater, there are no groundwater production wells on-site or nearby that support
existing or planned land uses.

The proposed G-4 parking lot would add between 31,000 and 39,000 square feet of
partially pervious to impervious surface to the project site, and the proposed Building 49
would add an additional approximately 47,000 square feet of new impervious surface
area.

¢) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including . I:I

through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner which would
result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

Checklist Page 11 of 23

LBNL Building 49 Draft EIR B-25 ESA / 202210



BUILDING 49 EIR

APPENDIX B

Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory Initial Study Checklist
Building 49 and G-4 Parking Lot

Will be analyzed No additional
in EIR analysis needed

While the proposed Project would result in the alteration of existing drainage patterns on
the G-4 parking lot site, this would not result in substantial erosion or siltation either on
or off the site. Most of the flows through the project site originate from enclosed pipes
and culverts; these lead to another piped storm drain system beginning at Cyclotron
Road. By replacing the stretch of open drainages on the project site with additional
enclosed drainage, and by allowing the normal runoff of stormwaters not collected in the
aforementioned drain system to the main collection point at Cyclotron Road, the
proposed Project would not be expected to significantly alter the amount of flow entering
into the downstream storm drain system. Although this is not expected to be significant,
this issue will be further examined and a determination made in the EIR and in the
coordination with the appropriate permitting agencies, as needed.

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase . D
the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on-

or off-site?

See above. Drainage off-site would be facilitated by an engineered collection and
drainage system. While the increase in impervious surface for both Building 49 and the
G-4 parking lot may increase the amount and speed of stormwater through the local storm
drain system and ultimately into the North Fork of Strawberry Creek, these changes
would be marginal and should not be expected to cause flooding. '

¢) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of . I:‘
polluted runoff?

See above. The G-4 parking lot would include appropriate mitigation (e.g., oil/water
separaters, etc.) to address potential water quality impacts, as appropriate.

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? . D

See above. It is not expected that water quality would be substantially degraded by the
proposed Project.

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood - D
Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation

map?

The project does not involve any placement of housing and does not include any known
flood areas.

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would impede or . D
redirect flood flows?

See above. The project would not place structures within a 100-year flood hazard area.

i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving - D
flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?
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See above. The project would not expose persons or structures to a significant risk of
loss due to flooding. There are no upslope dams or levees in the project vicinity.
j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? . D
The project would not be in an area subject to these hazards.
k) Exceed an applicable LRDP or Program EIR standard of significance? . D

With the implementation of the mitigation measures set out in the Laboratory's LRDP
EIR, as amended, as well as project-specific mitigation measures if required, the
Laboratory expects that no applicable standard of significance would be exceeded.

Construction of the G-4 parking lot would require the extension of drainage pipes through the project site so that the site may be
filled with 26,000 cubic yards—and up to 50,000 cubic yards—of soil excavated from the Building 49 site. Filling this site
would cover two existing drainages that may constitute up to 0.03 acres of jurisdictional waters. In addition, the proposed G-4
parking lot would add between 31,000 and 39,000 square feet of impervious surface to the project site, and the proposed
Building 49 would add an additional approximately 47,000 square feet of new impervious surface area. Although it is expected
that impacts identified through the analysis can be mitigated through the permitting process with the appropriate regulatory
agencies, this will be considered a potentially significant impact until such conclusions can be fully analyzed and confirmed.
Although it is generally unfeasible to use semi-pervious surface for parking on a steep fill such as proposed for the G-4 parking
lot due to soil stability issues, LBNL will investigate the possibility of using such measures as part of the proposed Project.

9. LAND USE AND PLANNING - Would the Project:

a) Physically divide an established community? . D
The proposed Project would not divided an established community.

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with . D
jurisdiction over the Project (including, but not limited to the LRDP, general plan,

specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of

avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

The principal applicable land use planning document for Laboratory projects is Berkeley

Lab's 1987 Long Range Development Plan. The proposed Project would be consistent

with the population and space projections identified in the 1987 LRDP and analyzed in

the 1987 LRDP EIR, as amended.

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan? . D

The project is not expected to conflict with any applicable conservation plan.

d) Exceed an applicable LRDP or Program EIR standard of significance? . D
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in EIR analysis needed
With the implementation of the mitigation measures set out in the Laboratory's LRDP
EIR, as amended, as well as project-specific mitigation measures if required, the
Laboratory expects that no applicable standard of significance would be exceeded.
The proposed Project would be consistent with the population and space projections identified in the 1987 LRDP and analyzed
in the 1987 LRDP EIR, as amended. Building 49 would be adjacent to a large-scale complex of similar buildings. The G-4
parking lot would be adjacent to Building 70A and would not obstruct views either on or off-site. However, construction of the
G-4 parking lot would require the removal of trees from the site, some of which may have screening value. In addition, parking
lot construction would reduce the forested and riparian vegetation in the zone.
10. MINERAL RESOURCES -- Would the Project:
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of
value to the region and the residents of the state? D -
No mineral resources have been identified in the vicinity of the proposed locations for
Building 49 and the G-4 parking lot.
b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery
site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan? D .
The proposed Project would not result in the loss of availability of a locally-important
mineral resource recovery site.
¢) Exceed an applicable LRDP or Program EIR standard of significance? D .
No applicable standard of significance would be exceeded.
No mineral resources have been identified in the vicinity of the proposed locations for Building 49 and the G-4 parking lot, and
the proposed Project would not result in the loss of availability of such resources . No impact would occur and no further
analysis is required. Mineral resources would not be affected by the proposed Project and would be focused out of the EIR
analysis.
11. NOISE — Would the Project result in:
a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards . D
established in any applicable plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of
other agencies?
Noise meter testing simulating project activities will be conducted to determine whether
applicable noise ordinances would be exceeded due to project construction or operational
activities at either site.
b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or . D
groundborne noise levels?
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in EIR analysis needed

Based on the activities that would take place and the distance of the site from offsite
receptors, the project is not expected to create excessive groundborne vibration or noise.
No blasting or pile driving would be part of this Project.

¢) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity . D
above levels existing without the Project?

The Project would not create a substantial permanent or periodic increase in ambient
noise levels. Ambient noise in the area of the Building 49 construction site is high
throughout the work day, due to the relatively heavy traffic of automobiles, motorcycles,
and trucks over Cyclotron Road and the frequent (every five minutes or so) operation of
LBNL’s shuttles at its main shuttle stop adjacent to Building 65. Project operational
noise would be minimal and generally not noticeable compared to ambient surrounding
noises. It, along with automobiles using the G-4 parking lot, would tend to consist of
Building 49 HVAC and building noise.

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the . I:]
project vicinity above levels existing without the Project?

See above. Temporary noise would increase due to Project related excavation and
construction activities, although these might not be substantial to off-site receptors given
the ambient noise in the area. These will be modeled for the EIR using noise meter
testing.

¢) For a Project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has - D
not been adopted, within two miles of 2 public airport or public use airport, would

the Project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise

levels?

The project is not within an airport use plan or within two miles of a public airport.

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the Project expose . |:|
people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

The project is not within the vicinity of a private airstrip.
g) Exceed an applicable LRDP or Program EIR standard of significance? . D
With the implementation of the mitigation measures set out in the Laboratory's LRDP

EIR, as amended, as well as project-specific mitigation measures if required, the
Laboratory expects that no applicable standard of significance would be exceeded.
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Ambient noise in the area of the Building 49 construction site is relatively high throughout the work day, due to the relatively
heavy traffic of automobiles, motorcycles, and trucks over Cyclotron Road and the frequent (every five minutes or so) presence
of LBNL’s shuttles at its main shuttle stop adjacent to Building 65. Project operational noise would be minimal and generally
not noticeable compared to ambient surrounding noises. It would tend to consist of Building 49 HVAC and building noise,
along with automobiles using the G-4 parking lot.

Project construction would take place in the southwestern portion of LBNL. The Building 49 project site is approximately 650
feet from the nearest UC Berkeley student dormitories and private housing, while the G-4 parking lot is 750 feet from the
nearest dormitories and approximately 1,000 feet from the nearest private residences. In both cases, intervening terrain, trees,
and buildings would likely dampen noise energy before it were to reach many of these receptors.

Noise meter testing simulating project activities will be conducted to determine whether applicable noise ordinances would be
exceeded due to Project construction or operational activities at either site,

12, POPULATION AND HOUSING -- Would the Project:

a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by D -
proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension

of roads or other infrastructure)?

The proposed Project would not create new housing. It would decompress space for
existing staff positions and would not result in an increase in staff at LBNL, and thus
would not create a demand for new housing. The project's extension of on-site roads and
infrastructure would not induce population growth because these would exclusively serve
staff and visitors to the Laboratory.

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction D .
of replacement housing elsewhere?

The project would not displace any existing housing.

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of D .
replacement housing elsewhere?

The project would not displace any residential housing or persons from the area.
d) Exceed an applicable LRDP or Pregram EIR standard of significance? D .

No applicable standard of significance would be exceeded.

The proposed Project would not induce population growth, displace housing, or displace people. No impact would occur and
no further analysis is required. Population and housing issues would not be affected by the proposed Project and would be
focused out of the EIR analysis.
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13. PUBLIC SERVICES

a) Would the Project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or
physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times or other performance objectives for any of the public services:

Fire protection? . D

As with any new office building, fire protection services would be required for the
proposed Building 49. However, the building would be designed in conformance with
Fire Code standards, and would not present any unusual fire hazards. No increase in fire
protection staffing would be expected.

Police protection? . . D

As with any new office building, police protection services would be required for
Building 49. There are no reasonably foreseeable crime or other public safety issues
associated with the project, and no increase in police protection staffing would be
required.

Schools? : I:l .

No increase in staff would result from the project, and there would be no impacts upon
schools.

Parks? D .

No increase in staff would result from the project, and there would be no impacts upon
parks.

Other public facilities? D .

No increase in staff would result from the project, and there would be no expected
impacts upon other public facilities.

b) Exceed an applicable LRDP or Program EIR standard of significance? . D
With the implementation of the mitigation measures set out in the Laboratory's LRDP

EIR, as amended, as well as project-specific mitigation measures if required, the
Laboratory expects that no applicable standard of significance would be exceeded.
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The proposed Project would cause a marginal increase in demand for some public services: a new building would present a new
location for which police and fire protection would have to be provided. However, the proposed Building 49 would be built to
the latest fire, earthquake, and safety codes, and would be located in close proximity to site security services. For the most part,
because the proposed Project would not increase the population at LBNL, demand for public services would essentially remain
the same, particularly for population-driven demands such as schools, parks, recreational facilities, and other public services.

14. RECREATION --
a) Would the Project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks D .
or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the

facility would occur or be accelerated?

The proposed Project would not result in an increase in the number of staff at LBNL, or
otherwise create an effect that could increase the use of existing parks and other
recreational facilities.

b) Does the Project include recreational facilities or require the construction or D .
expansion of recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on

the environment?

The project does not include recreational facilities nor require the construction or
expansion of such facilities.

¢) Exceed an applicable LRDP or Program EIR standard of significance? D .

No applicable standard of significance would be exceeded.
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The project would not affect recreational resources. No impact would occur and no further analysis is required. Recreational
resources would not be affected by the proposed Project and would be focused out of the EIR analysis

15. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC -- Would the Project:

a) Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in relation to the existing traffic . D
load and capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a substantial increase in either

the number of vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at

intersections)?

Because the proposed Project would not increase population at LBNL, no substantial
increase in traffic would result, and traffic and traffic patterns should remain generally
unchanged by the Project. Because both Building 49 and the G-4 parking lot would be
near the main Blackberry Gate entrance to LBNL, it is possible that the proposed Project
could cause a small redistribution of commute traffic from its rear gates (Grizzly Peak
and Strawberry gates) to the Blackberry gate entrance. Currently, a little over half of
daily automobile trips to LBNL use the Blackberry gate entrance, the remainder are
divided fairly evenly between the Grizzly Peak and Strawberry Gates. This
redistribution, if it does occur, would not result in a significant impact upon local
roadways. ’

A temporary increase in construction-related traffic would occur between Spring 2004

and Fall 2005; these increases would not be substantial. By electing to reuse Building 49

excavated soil on-site rather than to ship soil off-site for disposal, the proposed G-4

parking lot Project would prevent an estimated 4,300 one-way truck trips through

Berkeley City streets.

b) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service standard - D
established by the county congestion management.agency for designated roads or

highways?

See above. Cumulative impacts will be analyzed in the Environmental Impact Report.

¢) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic . D »
levels or a change in location that results in substantial safety risks?

No effect on air traffic patterns would occur.

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or . D
dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

No hazards due to a design feature or incompatible uses would increase.
¢) Result in inadequate emergency access? - D

Emergency access/egress would be adequately handled by existing roadways and by the
short road extension planned as part of the G-4 parking lot.
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) Result in inadequate parking capacity? . D

By providing up to 120 additional parking spaces near the currently underserved Building
50 and Building 70 complexes, the project would improve the Lab's parking capacity in
the area. In addition, the proposed Project could improve traffic and parking patterns and
decrease the amount of time drivers spend searching for parking within the LBNL site.

¢) Conflict with applicable policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative . [:I
transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

No conflict with applicable alternative transportation policies, plans, and programs would
occur. The increased parking capacity that would be provided in the vicinity of the
Building 50 and Building 70 complexes would be consistent with the Laboratory's
parking ratio planning goals.

h) Exceed an applicable LRDP or Program EJR standard of significance? - D

With the implementation of the mitigation measures set out in the Laboratory's LRDP
EIR, as amended, as well as project-specific mitigation measures if required, the
Laboratory expects that no applicable standard of significance would be exceeded.

Because the proposed Project would not increase population at LBNL, traffic and traffic patterns should remain generally
unchanged by the Project. By providing up to 120 additional parking spaces near the cutrently underserved Building 50 and
Building 70 complexes, the proposed Project could improve traffic and parking patterns and decrease the amount of time
drivers spend searching for parking within the LBNL site.

A temporary increase in construction-related traffic would occur between Spring 2004 and Fall 2005; these increases would not
be substantial. By electing to reuse Building 49 excavated soil on-site rather than to ship soil off-site for disposal, the proposed
G-4 parking lot Project would prevent an estimated 4,300 one-way truck trips through Berkeley City streets.

16. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS — Would the Project:

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water . D
Quality Control Board?

As staff would not increase as a result of the project, and the activities that would take
place in Building 49 would not generate significantly greater quantities of wastewater
than is presently generated by the staff and activities that would relocate there from other
locations, the project would not have a significant effect on wastewater generation and
therefore would not cause Berkeley Lab wastewater to exceed treatment requirements.

b) Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment . D

facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?
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See above. Due to these factors, the project would not require the construction or new
treatment facilities or the expansion of existing ones.

¢) Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or . D
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effeets?

LBNL flows to storm sewers would likely increase marginally due to an overall decrease
in permeable area. This increase would not be expected to require the construction of
new facilities or the expansion of existing ones.

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the Project from existing . D
entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?

Existing water supplies are expected tomeet all reasonably foreseeable project needs.

¢) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or . D
may serve the Project that it has adequate capacity to serve the Project’s projected
demand in addition to the provider’s existing commitments?

See above. It is expected that the East Bay Municipal Utility District will have adequate
capacity to serve the marginal increase in Project wastewater treatment demand.

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the . [:]
Project’s solid waste disposal needs?

See above. By not increasing the number of people at Berkeley Lab, the proposed Project
would not substantially change the Lab’s solid waste generation. The quantity of solid
waste that would be generated by the proposed Project is expected to be within the
capacities of the landfills currently serving Berkeley Lab.

g) Comply with applicable federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related . D
to solid waste?

The project will comply with all applicable solid waste requirements.
h) Exceed an applicable LRDP or Program EIR standard of significance? - I:l
With the implementation of the mitigation measures set out in the Laboratory's LRDP

EIR, as amended, as well as project-specific mitigation measures if required, the
Laboratory expects that no applicable standard of significance would be exceeded.
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LBNL flows to storm sewers would likely increase marginally due to an overall decrease in permeable area. In regard to other
facility-specific utility demand, electrical and energy use would increase commensurate with lighting, heating/cooling, and
otherwise maintaining new office space.

Because the proposed Project would not increase the population at LBNL, however, demand for most utilities services would
not substantially increase. This would be most evident with per capita usage of utilities tied to individual use (e.g., individual
computer use, water consumption, wastewater generation, solid waste generation, etc.), which would not change whether the
individuals continued to work in existing and overcrowded offices, or in the proposed new building.

17. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE --

a) Does the Project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, . D
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife

population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or

animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered

plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California

history or prehistory?

The proposed Project would replace relatively undeveloped areas with a building and a
parking lot, although these areas are contiguous to heavily developed areas, Several
trees, including oaks, and plants would be removed along with an area of open drainage
expected to be jurisdictional water bodies. Although not in former Federally designated
critical habitat for the Alameda whipsnake, the project area could possibly be used as a
dispersal area for the species.

b) Does the Project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively . l:'
considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a

project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects,

the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects)?

The proposed Project would result in the loss of pervious surface on the project sites.
This will be examined along with other projects in the area. It is not expected that any
other cumulatively considerable impacts would occur.

¢) Does the Project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse
effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly? . D

It is not expected that the proposed Project would cause direct or indirect substantial
adverse effects on human beings.

The proposed Project would reduce vegetation—including oak trees, some riparian vegetation, and possibly some screening
trees—in the G-4 parking lot area. It would divert two jurisdictional drainages by filling the site with soil and extending
drainage pipes, which are the source of the drainage flows, through the site to reach the existing underground storm drain
system that drains the site at Cyclotron Road. It would increase impermeable surface area at both the Building 49 and G-4
parking sites. Without proper mitigation, Project construction would have the potential to disturb any Alameda whipsnakes that
happened to be dispersing through either site, although the likelihood of this happening is considered to be low.
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18. Fish and Game Determination

Based on the information above, there is no evidence that the Project has a potential for a change that
would adversely affect wildlife resources or the habitat upon which the wildlife depends. The
presumption of adverse effect set forth in 14 CCR 753.5 (d) has been rebutted by substantial evidence.
D Yes (Certificate of Fee Exemption)

. No (Pay fee)
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LENL Reglonal Location LANL Local Location

Building 49 and G-4 Parking Lot Site Locations

Figure 1: Regional, Local, and Site Location Maps
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Huising 70 oamplassn. This-area of LENL = historcally undemsmrved o paran

Lead Agency Contact

‘Nome  Jofl Phillibat
Apsncy  Lwilvarsity 8 Calllarra

Phione  510-8B8-5257 Fax

omall
Addregs  Lawrerce Badkeley Nefonal Laboraipry
1 Qiyclatron Foad :
Clty  Alameda Smip CA  Zip 84720

Prajeet Location
Caunty | Alameda
City ' Barkelsy

Flagion
Cross Sirewls  Cyclobon Roed
Paroal No.
Townshilp 15 Fange W Sgotion B Ease' MDBEM

Proximity to:
Highways . o4
“Alrparis
Raitways
Watdrways
Schools
Land Use  The Emual 0. Lowrenau Barkelsy Mational Lubarafary (LEMNL o Seraloy Lab) 8-a nalional resamsh
taciny o Bavigiay and Owkiond, Daliamia, operted by s Univarsly of Calilaria lor the Depanmant
al Enargy (DOE). The 1867 LBNL Long Fange Davalopmand Flan [LADS] iu the govarning land uas
documar for Barketey Lab, Ths Buiding 4% wita i currendly in snarsa described as "npen opace”
within e desigrealad “Central Fosaarch snd Administrafion Area® funcbonal planning area. The G-4
pErking lot ahe s parlaly within the designatad *Canirel Ressarh and Aominstoton Ansa” Jinctona
planning area s s pastiniby wilkin ma “Waes Sirwbery Carndon® bulfer aron. The souihem partion
ol the mite (8 wahly &n arss not derighatedin the 19667 LENL LADF. Sarksisy Lab is nol subjsct 18
feal and municipal Bnd uee destgnations and Toning. Neverhalses. Barkalay Lab, moluding both e
Humnglﬂanu.!hlmlm-muﬂmﬂu'lnﬂmﬂmmw%ﬂm
Genans| Flan

Project lssues  AssthatsaNVisunt Mir Qusallly: Achosdlégrs-Hinters Foreal LandFim Heassnd: Floa:thlanlmr
Ganiogis! Geigmic; Npkse; P untc Saryces; Sewer Capacty; Soil EnsleCamuactimiBeading, Salid
Waiie, ToxloHazanddus: Traffo! Cirgulition; Yegalation Waler Sualis Water Supphy
VWetiandFiparian, Wildife; Growin induging; Landuss; Cumulative Effects

Woda' Biarihe b datn falds testill {oen |nscifieslant nbemmatian prvided by nad sgency.
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State Clearinghouse Data Ease

Fevlewing  Resouioes Agency; Offa of Hislords Praservatige: Departmient of P aad Tearabon; Sen
Agencies  Franctoon By Corssntion and Oevwiopmant missson . Deparmont of Walnr Rosoursas;
Degartsnenl. ol Fisk nnd Same_ Rogien 3 Nabve! Ammrican Heringe Commtionon; Calirans, Distrist 4;
Cosliloin Highway Pairol Depitment of Tows Subalanses Comral; Regonal Salsr Gunksy Cantra|
Baar, Fegian 2 g

Date Received 0o 72003 Stert of Reiiew 7801702003 End of Raviaw 07182003

Mot GEnk in date Beds el from rll'uf‘l'll:_lm'l infprmalion proncidod By lesd sgany.
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California Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Francisco Bay Region

Wimshoa 1L Hickay litsmiet udceeps TP owunw sverch o gl
Sy 514 Ty Smoe Sarn 1400, Cakloed, Califiirs=s 94617
e e {S10F G22-1200 @ FAN THT 07321440
Mrjshprimm
June | §; 20013
File Mo, 1 238,00 {KHL)
M. Jeff Philliber

Environmentsl Planning Ceordinstor
Lawrence Herkeley Mational Laboratory
e Cyelotron Read, WS 50K
Berkeley, Ca 94720

Subject: NOP, Constroction & Operation of Building 49 and the G4 Parking Lot
Blear Mr. Philliber

Wi have received the Motice of Preparation for the abovesrefessncsd project. Thank you
for the opportanisy (0 comement an it

Proposed Froject

The propesed project would eonstruet 4 mew 63000 square foet ofiice building and & new
parking lot with o minimum of 95 stalls and a maximum of 120 parking sialls, The project could
result in the fill of approximately 0,03 acres of @ small ereek: that runs scross the project site, In
addition, i will discharpe construction-siage and, bater, post-tonairuction stormwmior runofl (i
has the polential 1 impact water quality.

Creck Impacts

We concur that the prijes would likely roquire & Clean Water Act Section 401 Water
Chadity Certification frons the Board, Should & trigitering federn] penmii, such as u Section 404
permit from the 1.5, Army Coarps of Engineers, not be required for the project, then Water
Chanlity Certification would also nol be regquired. In that case, betause mpacts to bepeficinl pees
af waters of the State could will remoin, o Report of Weste Discharge should be submitied 0 the
Board under the Catiforia Watler Code, and an uppropriate apprevil obtained, prior to the
beninning of projeet constrobtion. Please Include thiz requirement in the project’s Environmental
Impaet Repore (EIR), [n peneral, oresk and wetlnd fitls should be minimized o the maximim
extent practicable pursua 0 fedenl Clean Water Act scction 40BN 1) puidelines and amy
rematning lmpacts must be appropridtely mitigated.  Thess issees will be considered as part of
EY PeErmiiing process,

We reospnize that projects moy also create changes in'e site’s runoff hydmograph,
Typically, these chinges are comprised of higher peak flows. reduced Ing time between & rainiall

‘the urmergy shafsngs fncmy Cebilyme el Every Citfiman neods 1 ekin memediis aistion s meduss menpy comeattipllion . Faroa L bl
varwplo vy oo tesises demarsd and cur your enangy pos, s vur Te'ehsem e e ek oo oy
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event apdap-quk flow, and reduced and hase ﬂﬂ;.i's, for sites on which mpernaus COvEr I3
intreased. The result of these changes can be ingreases in Mood fows and emgive flows. Often,
the crosive threshold of a creck folls significantly below the flood fow Tevel, including for
headwisl ers creeks such 45 the drainage on the project site, Thus, it 18 Fkely that we would
request that LR compleds an anatysis of the projest’s hydromodification impacts, wiich may
includean anabysis of expected chinges in fows and im-cresk erosion for flows olber than
typically malveed flood faws: Such fows might inelude the 1, 2-, and 10-year storm Tows,
Please includethiz as & mitigation measire ot nitigation measure detail in the FTR:

The WOP does identify that the proposed parking lot design miy melude pervious
paverment. Such o desion could help reduce hydromodification impacts. There e ofber
potential disigas, some of which are mentioned below; which may be ss effcetive and also gasier
1o implement on the project site.

Stormwater Water Quality Impacts

The proposed project has the potential to impact water guality both during constrootion
and following sonstrustion, eoce it s operating.  Because the project would distwrb one acre or
mare of land during censtruction, LBL must fife [or coverage under and cotply with the
Statewide NPDES Cenertl Permil for Discharges of Stommwater associatéd with Construction
Activity. More informasion on this is available &t wew swreh cagov. Click on "Water Qualit”
it the upper Jefi-hund corner, and serall down to “Stormwater Program,™

The project must slso incinds appropriste messerss 10 mitigate its post-cansiruction
impacis o water quality, lmpacts may result from the discharge of trban ranoff pollutints, such
as ol and prease, pathogens, nutnonts, and heavy metals from the projéct, including both the
parking, lot and proposed offices. At present, Alemeda County municipalities are coversd under
an NPDES mupicipal storm sewer permil that includes a relatively detmied provision regarding
by these impiets should be addressed. A copy of this provigion is incladed for your refereace
We winld recotmend that LBE s approgch and mitigation measures be consistent with the
appronch in{he penmit, which 15 bong aken i projects sound LBL, Bricfly, the ipproach is
that projects inchide: approprinte source contmols o prevent the discharge of urban runoff
potiutimis; design measires to minimize impervious surfbce; and, reatment contrals o rs
urhan nmofT from the projecis.

We recommend thet the TIR language reflact the linguage m the enclosed £.3 provision
repanding intlusion in the project of appropriate source conirols, design messures, and treatmeant
controls, and string ol treatment contols. At a migimun, the project must fnslude treatment
comirols, such ne Bioretention facilities, vegslaied swales, ér other sppropnate controls. to treat
runoff from the purking lot, roef nenoff: from the proposed building, and runoff from any other
related impervious surfaces, These cottrols should be designed (o appropriately trew

Thve gy challen e Eas g Califiorie b ral. Bery Culiflmuan soeds v ke rmediple amen & rednze energy enmarmpion. el Bt of
i e o cas redisce demyard s i poir endngy o, g dor Web-slie o eipdiiswserch.oa gl
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approximately BO-00 perdent of averags snmual runoff from the project site. Also, it may make
senze te design the controls to-help mininize any change in the site’s runod® hydroemph,

liar your mformation, | have encloded some pictures of & variety of controls included in
other parking lot projests in the Bay Ares and olsewhere. We note that the NOP sianes that LBL
“ . owill investigate the possibility of using shch measures as pant of the proposed Projest™
{Cheeklist, p13). We appreciate that this linguuge hes been intleded in the NOP. However,
LBL must do much mere than fnvestipate the possibility of ineluding the measures. To
appropriaely mitgate wrhan moofl impacts, such meesures must seually be included o the fiml
profect desipn, and the EIR mitfgetion measire lingiage should reflect (s, In addition, LBL
izt identify the purty or parties responsible for maintmiming the measures and the sowrce of
funding for that mantenenss, We recognize that there are challenges inherent 10 building on the
proposed project site, but also recognize that & pumber of contrels exist that could he
implemetted in the proposed project. [would be happy o further disonss thiswith you

Summiry

Thank you s providing us the oppamunity to-comment on the project. Tt appesrs that the
NOP approprialely identifiss poteniially significant impacts 10 creeks imd wetlands resulting
from fill; to water quality resulting from construction- and post-construction urben runaff, and to
creeks and water guality resulting Fom potential changes in the project glte’s ranofT hydmgraph.
We have provided information aml discusston that should assist with the propacation of un EIR
for the proposed project,

Please add me to the muiling list for the BIR and submit & copy addressed to me when the
draft FIR 1s propared. [f you have any questions or further somments, please contact me via
ernad] o kKhiErh2 swrch .o pov, or af (510) 622-2380,

Smoerely,

Eeifn H Lichien, P.E.

Witer Resoaree Cirl. Engineer
Encloguras

o; Dinle Bowyer, RWOCE
Toha Baloh, RWOCH

The enprgs chalienge Haeleg Culilormin i oo, Frery Califena nesds to toke svenadiate antion b a0 amingy comvummiion. T & beal
timve i o el amvannd anil fut oo Enerps mats, se oor Wieh=2ie it Rifp Saawovwech ooy
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process whieh includes |y opportunitizs for public partioipanon, 2) appropriaté exiernal technical
inpuit and criteria for the applicability, sconamic feasibility, desigs, operation; and mainienance,
and 3) measures for evalumtion of efectivinicess 56 &5 W achieve pallutant redudtion er pollution
prevention benefits to the maxinwm extent practioable: Mew or revised Parformunee Stmdanls
may be based wpon special studies or other agtivities conducted by the Permittees, literature
revigw, ar special studies conducted by other progroms or Permitteess. New or revised
Performance Standurds shall inclade the bossline components 1o be accomplished amd the
method 1o be usad 1o vorify that the Performuince Standard has been selueved. The Permitiees
shall incomporaie newly developed or updited Performance Standards, weceptable to the
Exeeutive Officor, into spplicabie mnus] revisions to the Management Phan and adbere 1o
implementation of the new/revised Performance Standard(s). In addition to the innuwal
Manegement Plan revisions, the Permitiess shul! submita compilotion of all annuat Management
Plan revisions by thres yesrs after Boord adoption of this Order, which shall serve in part as the
re-apphication package for the next Permit. The draft Annual Workplan required m Provasion
.4 shall identify Performance Standards that will be developed or revised Tor the upconiing
fiscal vear. Following the additfion/revision of a Performance Standand, acceptable 1o the
Executive Officer, the Permittess for which the Performanee Standard in apphicable shall adhere
1 its Implementation.

3, New Development and Redevelopment Performance Standards.

The Parmitices will continte (o implemeént the new dovelopment sl redavelopiont Performnnee
Serdards conteined in the Muansgement Plan and improve them to achiove the conmo| of stormwater
pollutants to the musimum extent pmeticable in accordance with the follawing szetions:

4, Performance Standard |mplementation

The Dischargers shall continge 1o implement and improve, as necessary and upproprints, thi
performance standards for new development unid redevelopment controls detailed on Pages B-
N1 through BND-6 of the July 1996 Menagement Plan.

b. Development Project Approval Process

The Permittees shall modify therr project reviow procosses a8 nesded o meorporsts the
requirsments of Provision C.3. Esch Permitice shall include conditions of epproval in permits
for applicable projects, as defined in Provision C.3.6; to ensute that stormwater pollutunt
discharges ate reduced by incorporation of trentrment messures and other appropriale souce
control and slie desien mieasures, gnd increases m runofT flows sre managed in seeordance with
Provision 3.8 (o the musimiim sxtent practicable: Such conditions shall, at a minimum,
ncbdress the following gonlg:

i Reguire a project proponent 1 implemient site design/andscape charactenstics whens leasible
which maxinmze infiliration {whare appropriste), provide refention or detention, stow rumoff,
s ninimize impervious land coverige, so that pest-development pallutant loads fom d site
have besti reducad to the muximum e il practicable; and

i Fornew and redevelopmient projocts that discharge divecty (not mixod with runodl from
otlier developed sites) to water bodizs listed ns impaired byva pollutant(s) pursiant to CWA
Section 303(d), ensure thst post project runofTdoss nor excecd pre-project lovels for soch
poliutant(s), through mrpluﬁmmum of {he control measures iddressed m.this provision, (o
the masimum eytent practicable, in confermance with Provision C.1.
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Muodification of preject réview processes shall be completed by Februaey 15, 2005,
& Applicable Projects - New and Redevelopment Project Categories

Naw developmem and significant redevelopment projects that are subject to Provision C3 arg
gronped into twe cutegories hased on project size. While all projects rejrardless of stee should
consider incorporating spproprale source contiol and site design messires that minimize
siormwates pollutant discharges to the maxmmum exlent practicable, naw and redevielopment
projects that do not fall mio Group 1 or Group 2 ané not subject to the requirements of Provision
C,3. Provision C.J chall alse not apply to projects for which o privately-sponsored developmiem
application has been desmed comyrlate by 4 Permitiee or, with respect to public projects, for
which fimding has been commitied and For which construction 1 sehedilad by February 15,
2005,

i, Group 1 Projects
Permattees shall require Group | Projécts o implament wppropriate source coniral and site
design measures and to design and Tmploment stormwater reaimenl measores, (o reduce the
discharge of stormwater polltants to the maximom extent practiceble, Implementation of
this requirement shall begin February 15, 2005, Group | Projects vonsist of all public mnd
private prajects in the fllowing categorios:

L. Commersial, mdustrial, or residential &eyelopmeants thal oreale one scie (42,560 squure
feet) or more of impervions sirface, ineluding ool area, streets and sidewalks: This
category ncludes any developrent of any rype on public or privaie bmd, which fulls
winder the planning and building authonty of the Paimittees, where one sere or mome of
new impervious surface, collestively over the entire project site, will be created,

Construction of one single-family home, which is ool part of s larger common plan of
development, with the incorporation of appropriste polluan gourcd control and dasign
mersures, and using landscaping 1o appropriately weat sunoff from roof pnd house—

associated fmpervious surfices (e.g., nmoff from moofs, patios, driveways, sidewalks, and

similar surfaces), would he in substantial compliance with Provision C.3.

3 Sweets, mads, highwavs, and freeways that are under the Permittess” forisdiction and that

create ane aore (41,564 square fest) or mare of new impervious surface, This categony
Ineludes any newly constructed paved surface used primarily for the transportation of
mufomobiles, trucks, motoreycles, and other motorizad vehicles. Excluded from this

category ure sidewalks, hicycle lanes, iraile, brides accessories, guardraile, and landstape

features.

3. Significant Redoyvelopment projectd. This category is defined as & project on & previouely

developed site tha: results in sddition or replecement, which combined totel 43,560 sq i
or more of impervious surfioe on such an already developed site ("Significant
Hedevelopmeni™) Where & Significant Redevelopment project results in an incroase of,
or replacement of, mare than fifty percent of the impervious surface of o previously
existing development, and the existing development was notsubject o stormwaler
tretment messunds, the entire project must be mihuded in (he treatment mensure desien,
Conversely, where o Sigrificant Redevelopment project resulls in i increase of, or
replacement of, less than fifty percent of the impervious surface of a proviously exisling
developmiont, and the sxisting developtnant was not subject to stormwater treatm et

APPENDIX B
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measures, only that affected portion muat be mctedad i trentment mexsurne design
Excluded from this category are interior remoclels uned rouline mainienance or repair.
Excluded rountine mainienmee gnd repair ineludes toof of exterior surface replscement,
pavement resurfacing. repaving and road pavement strictural section rebabilitation,
within the existing footprint, and any other reconstruction work within i public strest or
ol righi-of-way where both sides of that right-of-way are developed.

il. Groop 2 Projects
The Group 2 Prajest definition is in all wiys the seme i the Group 1 Project definition
ghove, except that the size threshold of impervious uren for new and Significant
Redevelopmens projects is reduced from one sere (43,560 g ft) ol impervious surface io
10,000 gejuire foet. Permiittdes shall require Group 2 Projects to implement uppropriate
saurce contral and site design measores and to derign and implement sppropriate stormwater
treatrent measures Lo reduce stonmwater pallution to the msximum exten pracricable,
Projects conssting of one single family home nol par of & lrger commmon plen ol
development are excluded from the Group 2 Frojeot definitian, and therefore excloded from
the requirzment o implement appropriate stommwater weatment measures, Implementation of
this requirement shiall begin by Angust 15 2006, 2t which time (he definition of Group 1
Projects is changed to include all Group 2 Projects.

it Proposal for Aliernative Gromp 2 Project Definition
The Program ind'or any Permitiee may propose. for gpproval by the Regional Board, an
Allernative Group 2 Project definition, with the gonl thot ané such ahemative definition am
1o ergore that the moximum created impervious surfice ares is reated for the mimimum
nimber of projecis subject to Pormitiee review,  Any such proposal shall contuin supporiing
infermution about the Peaaintess' development paisms, wnd sizes and numbers of proposed
projects for several years; {hat demonsirates thal the propesed definition would be
subhstantially e effective as the Group 2 Project definition in Provision C.3.c.di. Propasals-
mary include differentinting projects subject to the Altestative Group 2 Project definition by
Jand use, by focusing solely on the techniques recommended by Star at the Sooree far
docomented Tow pollatant Toading lind uses, and/or by aplimun wse of laindscape areas
required by Permitices under exasting codes as treabment measures, Proposals miy be
“sibmitted mytime, with the pnderstanding that the Group 2 Project definition, oz desoribed in
Provision O3 2 ii will he upheld ns the defulyin the phaance of an approved Altermative
Group 2 Project definition.

d. Numeric Sizing Criteria For Pollutant Remaval Treatment Systems
Al Permibizes shull require that treatment measires be construsted for applicable projects, as
defined in Provision C 3 ¢, that incorporate, of o minimum, the following hydraulic sizing design

criteria to treat Slormwater runcll As appropriate Tor cacli criterion, (he Permitices shnll use or
wppropriately annlvee local rainfall data fo be used for that criterion

i. Volame Hydranfic Design Basis
Treatment measures whose primary mode of action depends.on volume capacity, such as
detentionrelention umis or mbltration structures, shall be desipred 1o reat stormwater runoft
exjuean] fch:

1. The maximized stormwater quality caplure volume for the irea, based on higtozical
rainfill records, determined vsing the formula and volume cepture cosffisients set forth i
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Urhan Runafl Doalit: Manzgement, WEF MMannel of Practice Mo, 23/ ASCE Marmial of

Practice Mo, 87, (1998), pages 173-178 (c.g., approximately the 85th percentile 24-hour
storm runofl event), ar

2 The volume of anoual ronofT required 1o achigye 80 percent o more capture, determined

in accordinee with the methodology set forth in Appendix [ of the Califomis Stormwater

Best Monagemuont Practices Hondbook (1993, waing Jocal rainfall data:

ii, Flow Hydraulic Design Basis
Trestment metsures whose primary mode of action depends on Bow capecity; such us swelss,
gand fifters, or wetlinds, shall be sized 1o (reat:

1. 10% of the 50-year peak flow rate; or

2. The Dow of runoff produced by & ram event eqeal to at least two times the 85th percentile

hourty rainfall intensity for the applicahle are, based on historical records of hourty
rainfall depths; or

3. The flow of Tunoff resulting from o rain event equail to 61 ket 0.2 inches per hoor
ntensity,

e. Operation and Maintenance of Treatment Measures

Al ratment measures shall be adequotely apemted and maintained by complying with the
prooess deseribed below. Beginning July 1, 2004, cach Permitiee shall fmplement a treatment

meatures spemtion and muintenance (O£ ) verification program (O&M Program), whick shall
include the following:

i Compilition of a list of properties (poblic and privete) and responsible oparators for, at a
minimrs, pll treatment measures implemented frons the date of adoption of this Orde.
Information on the location of all slormwater treatment measares shill be sent 1o the
Alomeda Connty Mozquit Abatament [hetrict. In addition, the Permintess sholl inspect o
subset of prioritized treatment measures for appropriste D&M, on an annusl basis, with
approprate ollow-ap sand correction.

i, Venfication und acéess assurnnee ot o mimimrn shell include: where o private entity is
responsible for O8N, the entity's signed statzment accepting responsibality for maintenance
until the reeponsibility ig legally tmsforred to another entity, and aeoess permiesion to the
et allowahle by bow for repredentatives of the Penmittes, local vestor contral district, and
Reginnal Board stafT strictly for the porpose of O&M verification for the specific stornmwater
treniment system 1o the extent aliowsble by law; und, for all entities, either;

1. A signed statement From the public entity assuming post-construction responsibility for
treatrment measure marhtenanee und that the weatment measures meet all local agency
design smndards; or

2, Wtien conditions m the sales or lease apreésment requiring the buyer or lossee to pasume
respansibilisy for D&M consistent with this provision, which conditions, in the case af
purchase and sale agreements; shall be written Lo survive bevond the close of Esorow; or

3. Wniten text in praject conditions, covenants and restrictions (CCRE) for residential
properties assigning O&M responsibilities to the bome owners association for O&M of
tive trenimenl MeasEres; or
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4. Amy othor legalby enforceable agreemient or mechanizm- that assigns responsibility for the
maintonance of realnent Measures.

fii. O&M Reporting: the Pérmittess shall report on their DEM Programn in each Anniial Repart,
startng with the Annual Beport 1o be submitted September 2005, The Annual Repori shall
cantwn o description of the organizational structure of the Permittes’s O&M Program; en
evaluation of that C&M Program’s effectivencss; summany of any planmed mproverments in
Q&M Program; and a list or sumimary of treatment messures that have been inspected thet
saar with inspection resalis,

Iv. The Program shall submit by June 1. 2004, 8 vector eontrol plan for Exeeative Officer
approval, after consulinuon with the appropriste vector controf agencies, The plan shall
include design guidance for trebtment measures lo prevent the production of yectars,
particularhy mozquitoes, and provide goidancs onincinding vector shatement concems in
CEM o verificetion inspection activities.

v. The Permitiees are expected to work ditigentty and in good faitls with the appropriate szafe
and Federal spencies 1o obtain any epprovals necessary (o complete mainlenance oolivities for
stormwater freatment mensiires, |F the Permitiees have done so, and maintenanes approvals
wre nod uranied, where necessary, (he Permitiess shall be deemed by the Regioni] Board to he
ineomphonce with this Provision.

f. Limitation on Increase of Peak Stormwater Runoff Discharge Rates

I. The Permittees shall manage increases in peak runofT Aow and increased ranoff volume, for
ull Group 1 Projects whetz such ineresssd flow indfok volume is lkely 1o coute increased
erosion of creek beds and banks, silt polluiant generation, or other impacts to beneficial uscs:
Such manzgement skall be through implementation of 2 Hydrograph Modification
Munegement Flan (HMFP), The HME, onee approved by the Regional Bouard, dhall he
implemented so that post-project runoff shall not exceed estimated pre-project rates and/or
durations, where the increased siormwater discharge reles and/or durations will result in
increased potential for erosion or ofher significant adverse Impicts 10 beneficial ugss,
etiributable to changes in the amount tnd tieing of rinefT. The lemm duration in this
Provigion is defined as the peniod that flows are above o threshold thet canses s1grithicant
gadiment trnepor and may caoss excessive efosion dumage 10 creeks and streams.

ii. Provision C.3.£1 docs notapply to new development and stgnificant redevelopment projects:
where the project discharpes stoomwater nubodT Inte creeks or storm droing where the
patential for erpson erather mmpacts 1o beneficml uses, is mnmal, Sech gituations may
inglude dischorges imo creaks that are concrete-lined or significantly hordened (o g., with fp-
e, sackrete, elo.) downsineamn to their outfull m San Froncisco Bay, underpround storm
drains discharging o the Bay, and construction of infill projects in highty developed
watersheds where the potential for single-project mdfor comulative 1mpacts is minimal,
Cridelines for identdfication of such situations shafl be included as 8 part of the HMP,
However, plins 1o meslore a creek reach may re-introduce the spplicability of FIMP controls,
and wionld need to be addressed in the HMP.

iii. Thz HMF may identify condifions ander which seme inereases in minofl may not have a
potential for incressed erosion or other fmpnets o beneficial uses, Reduoed controls or no
controls on peak sirmwater runo T discharge raes and/or durations may be appropriate in
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those cases, subject to the conditionz m the HMP, Inthe absence of infomztion

demonstrating thet changes in pest-development runofl discharge rates and durations will nog

result in ingreased potentisl for eroston or other sdverse picts 10 beneficial uses, the HMP

reguirements shall apply.

iv. The HMP proposal, ot a mindmom, shall inclode

L Acreview of pertingnt literators;

3, A prowes) b evidise potentin] hydrogriph chiange impecis to downstream watercotitses
from proposed projects;

3. Anidentification of the rainfall event helow which these standands s mansgement
reguirements apphy, or renge of ramfall evenis to which these requirenyents apply;

4. A déscripion of how the Permitices wil Hncorpomie fhese requitements into thetr Jocal
approval processes, of the eguivitent; ind,

5. Guidance on management pracices and measures to address idend fed impacis

The Permitiees may priantze which individusl watersheds the HMP would initislly applyta,
if it were demanstrated m the HMP that such prioritization is appropriste.

The Permittees may work sppmopristehy with the Sante Clarn Valiey Urbun RunofT Pollution
Previention Program aud'or other Bay Avea stormwiler prosrams as part of completing these
requirements. For exmmple, the Permittees moy wish to expand on the liternmre review being
compleled by the St Clam Valley Urban Runo Program undes its permit, sather than
puthiring thetr own literature review from soraieh. 'While such cooperation |5 encoursged. it
choll not be grounde for delaying compliance hevond the sehedils sef forth herein,

¥. Theidentified maximum rafnfall event of raingal] event range may be diffcrent for specific
wittersheds, streams; or stream reaches. Indwvidusl Permitiees may utilize the protocol o
clatermine U Site= or arei-spesific rmitfal] event ar event rimge standand.

vi. The HMP?s evalustion protocols, mansgement messures . and other information may inchde
the follewimn

1. Evalubfionof the cunlstive inpacts of whantation of o wlershed on stormwater

dischargs md siream morphology in the watershed;

Evaluaticn of stream fomm pnd condition, mcluding sfope, discharge, vegciation,

underlving peology. and otier information, #s appropriate;

Implementation of measures o mimmize mmpervious surfaces and divectly connected

wpervious ared in oew development sl redevelopment projects;

A, Implementation of measures incloding stormywater dotention, retenticn, wnd miflration

5. lmplementation of land use planting messures (e g siream buffers and gtream restoration
setivities, ingluding restoration-tn-gdvince of Noodplang so thal floodplims will be able
o hsnadle the anticipated inoreased flows, revepetation, use of less-impacting feoilitics at
the pointis} of discharge, otc.) to allow expected changes in stream chamnel cross
sectioms, stream vepstation, ond discheree raies, velocities, and/or dirations withonot
advirse jmpacts o strosm beneficial uses;

. A mechanism for pre= Vs, post-proj ect assessmien] 0 delermine the effectivensss of the
HMP and to allow amendment of the HMP, as sppropriate: amd,

7, Other measures, a8 spproprists,

3
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vil. Equivalent Emitation of peak fow impacts: The Permittees may develop an sguivalent
limitation protocel, aspart of the FMP, o address impaets fom changes in the volumes,
veloities, wnd/or durations of peak flows through measures other than control of thoge
volummes and'or durations. The protocel may allow inoreases in peak flow and/or durations,
subject to the implementation of speeified design: soarce control, and/or reatment conmol
measures and land planning practices (hot take imo account expected stregm change (=9,
intreases In the erosg-sectional srea of streamt channel) resialting from changes in diseharge
rates andior durations, wlike malintamng or ioproving beneficial uses of waters:

vl The Permittces as & group shall complete the HMP accoriding 1o the schedule below. All
pequirsd dociiments shall be submitted for approval by the Executive Officer, baged onthe
criteria set forth in this Order, excopt the HMP, which shall be submitted for approval by the
Regonal Bodrd. Development and (mplemantation status shall be reportzd in the Permifiees”
Annual Reports, which shall also provide o summary of projecis incorporating measurss i
address this Prevision and the measnres pasd.

1. Febryary 1§, 2004: Submit o detailed warkplan md schedule for l:mupluﬁiun of the
liternture review, development of & protocel to sdentify m appropriote limitmg storm,
development of guidiunse materials, and other required information;

2. Fébruary 15, 2004; Submit lferaiure review;

3, November 15, 2004: Subwit a deaft AMP, ineluding the snilysis that identifies the
approprigte Timiting storm and the fdentified limiting storm event(s) or event mngc(s)

4, May 15,2005 Subtit the AMP for Regione! Board approval; and,

5, Upon approval by the Regmonal Board, implement the approved HMP, which shall melude
the requirements of this Provision. Prior 1o appraval of the HMP by the Regional Board,
the early implementation of measures likely to be included i the HMP shall be
ancouraged by the Permitiees,

. Alternutive Complignee Based on lmpracticability und Bequiring Compensainry
Mitigation

L. The Permitiees tay establish o progrim under which a project proponent may reguest
lteriative compliance with the requirement i Provision .3 10 Instal] teatment measures
onite for a mven project, tpon an eppropriate showmg of impractcability, and with o
provigion wo treat offeite sn eqmivalent surface aren, pollutant loading or quantity af
siormwater runoff, o provide othier equivalent water quality benefil; such as siream
restoretion of oflsr activilies thal Tmitor mitizate tmpacts from excessve armgion or

-sedimentation. The affsile location of fhis equivalent stommwater treatmenl, or wales quality
benefit, shall be where no other requirement in Provision C.3.¢ for treatment exists, and
within the some stormwater ouoft drainage basin and treatmg runadf discharging to the same
receiving water, where feasible. Under this Provision, enluncements of existing mitigation
projects ire aseptable. The Permitiecs should specifically define the basis for
imipracticability or infeusibility, which may melude situations where ongie tresment i3
technically fensible, but excessively costly, no determined by net criteria,

iL. Regional Solutions! The altesnative complinnce may ellow g project propanent o
participate in & regional or watershed-based stormwater trentment facility, withoat & showing
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of impracticability o the individul project site, il tho regional or watersherd- based
stormowater trantmient facility dischiargss int the same receiving water, where fexsible.

iil. The Program is encoumyed to propose & mods| altemative compliance program on behalTof
the Permmitlees, for approval by the Repional Board, and for potential sdoption wmd
mpiementstion by the Permmittees.

iy, The altemutive complisnce program propozal should staie the crileriz for granfing
alternatives from the reguirstnent to install tegiment measures onsite: criteria for
determining improcticatlity or infeasibility; and eriterin for use of regionel or watershed-
bazed stormwater treatment feilibics. The proposal should also describe how the project
sponstr will provide equivalent water-quality bescfits or credit to an altemative praject orto
A regionnl or watershed treatment Tetiiny and tracking mechanisms to support the reporing
requirerents sel forth in Provision C.5.44 below.

v. An cxemphon withaut the reguirement for altemate, equivalent offsite treptment 16 allowsd
for the following redeveloprient projects sfter impracticability of includmg onsile reatment
measures is eafahlished, where such projects are built as redevélopment projects &s defined
Findine 14, and it is clearly demonstruted that cost of parmcdpation in alternote, equivaien:
offhite freatment throwgh i regional trestment or other equivalent water quality benefic project
fird] will undiiby burden the project: creation of hoosme unis affordeble o persons Gl low or
madernte menme as defined by Health and Sefery Code Section 30093, browniiold sites,
andior transit village type developments within 1/4 mile of bansit stations snd/or inlermeodal
facifitieg,

vi. Reporting: Bach year, as part ol its Armual Beport, each Permittee shall provide & Hst of
alternative projects and exemptions it granted. For cach project and exemption, (he
following information shall be provided:

1. Mame znd location of the project for which the altemative project or exsmption wis

2 Project type (eg), rostuorant. reaidencs, shoppin g center) and iz

3. Area of pereent ol impervious surlce in the project’s final desm;

&, Reason for smnnng the allemative pm_}ﬁ.‘,i or exemption, ingluding, for thost projects
arantad mn exemption without the mqmmmu-nl for altermate, equivalent offsiie treatment, o
demonstration that cost of sueh equivalent offsito treatment unduly burdened the progect;

5. Terms of the alternitive project or exemplion; and,

fi. The offsite stormwaiter treatment project receiving the benefi|, and the date of complstion
of the project,

vil. Interim Alternative Compliance Program: In the évent that &n altermative compliance
progrim has not been proposed by the Program and/or o Permittes, spproved by the Regional
Board, or irmplemented by o particular Permitee by the date of implementation of Group 1
Projects, provision for o interim altomative to the requirement Lo nstal] treptment mebsyres
onsile may be granted by o Permitiee. An interim sliemnative-compliance project may b
granted if the project pru}'luutu!. {1} demonstrates onsite mpracticability due to exireme
Imiitutions of spiee for trestment and lack of below grade surface treatment eptions, and {2)
presenits sutfictent isfuranee of providing sguival oot offsite stormrwater polhutant mmd/er
volume treamment gt snother locotion witlin the drainage basir, for which construction of
stormweter treatment mepsures i5 not otherwise requared, dischargmg into the sarme recelving
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water, whete Riasible. The Permittes shall be respansible for tssuring that equivalent offiite
trestment has vocimed for amy use of this imedm altemative compliance, within gix months
ol prajett construetion, and shall report the bagis of onsite impeacticability mnd the natore of
equivalent offsite treatmant for cach project in its Anmual Report. Any equivalent oifsite
tregtment that does not inchude construction of stommwitker treatment meastires must he
approved by the Executive Officer, based on the eritéria get forth in this Ordar, This mterm
altermative commpliance elouse will be void when Rr:gim'la.l Board spproves the allemative
compliance program described n Provision C3.zi-iv, above.

. Adternative Certification of Adherence (o Deslgn Criteria for Stormwater Treatment
Measures

In e of conducting detailed review to verify the ndequacy of messures reguired pursuant to
Provigions C.3.d, 1 Parmittee may elect to aceepl & Sened corfifieation from o Civil Enginesrora
Licensed Architest or Landscape Architect registared jn e State of Califormis, or another
Pesmitte that hias overlapping jurisdictional project permitting sathority, that the plon meets the
criterin established herein. The Permitise should venfy that each eetifying person has been
traened on treatment measure design for water guality not mare then three years prior to the
sigmatire date, and that esch certifving person understands the groundwater protection prnciples
applicable 1o the project site (see Providon C.3.k Limitations on Uze of Infiltration Treatment
Measures), Training conducted by an organidetion with stormwater trodtment measure design
expertise (gL, @ iniversity, American Socicty of Civil Englneers, Amevican Sosicty of
Landsizape Architects, Amesican Public Works Associstion, or the Califormis Water Environmen)
Associalicn | may be considered qualifymg,

I, Limitatlons on Use of Infiltration Treatment Measures - Infiltration and Groundwiter
Frotection

In ordor 1o protect groundwiter from poliutems tat mey be present n irban rna ff, treatment
messures lhat imction primerity as infilration devices (such as imfiltration basing and infilraion
trenches nok deeper than their maximum width) shall meet, at o mimimom, the following
conclitions:

I Pollution prevention and sourcs control mieasures shall be implemented at a level appropriute
to profect groundwater quality at silss where infiltroetion devices are 10 be psed;

il Use of infiltration devices shall notciuse or contribute to degradation of groundwater water
uality objectives;

i, Infiltration devices shull be adeguately maintamed 10 makimizs pollutant removal
capabilities;

iv, The vertical distance fom the bass of any infiltration deviee 10 1he seasonal high
groundwater mark shall beoat least 10 faat, Note that some locations within the Perrmitiess?
Jurisdicticn are chasacterized by highly porots soils and/or a high groundwater tehis; in these
wress eatmenl messtre approvals should be subjedt to o higher level of anabysis (g.g.,

congidlenng the potential for poliutont such 18 pn-site chemical use, the level of pretreatment
to b mohivved, and similar factors);

. Unless stormwater ie first reated by o means offlier thom mblication, infiltration deviess shall
ot be recommended as treatment measures for arees of indusiriyl or ght industrial scmvity;
areas subjest to high vehicalar wafTic (24,000 or grester avemes daily raffic on mon
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roadwicy or 13,000 orroore avcrage daily traffic on iy ntersecting moadwuy), automotive
repir shops: eir wishes; feet stornge areas (Hos, trugk, é10.) nurseries: and other high threat
o water guality lurd uses and achvities as desienated by each Pemmities; and,

vi. [nfiltration devices shall be located o mimmpm of 100 fest hormrentally from any water
supply wells,

j. Site Design Measures Guidance #nd Standards Developmient

I The Permittees shail review their loeal design standards and guidance for oppormimities o
ke revisions that would resull in reduced tmpacts o water quality and beneficial uses of
waters, [n this event, (the Pemmittess shall make anv such revisions and impiement the
upclated gtandards and pundance, ss necessary,

Arcas of sile design that may be spproprizte to sddresg inclede the following, which wre
affered ns examples;

1L
2

i

Mintrmize limd disturbance;

Minimize impervious surfaces (.., oudway width, driveway ared, and parking It area),
especially dirécilv connested impervites areos;

Minimum-jmpact atrest degiim standends fir new development snd redevelopment,

including typical specifications (o.g-, neo-traditional sreat design standards and/or atrect
standards recently revised In other cities, including Portland, Oregon, and Vaneouver,

‘British Columbiz),

Minimumi-impact parking lot design standsrds, ineluding parking space misimization
within a piven area, use ol landscaping es & stomiwaisr drainege feature, s of perviols
pavermenis, and parking maxima;
Clustering of structures and pavement;
Tyvpical spevifications or “scceptable design™ guidalings for lorlevel design measures,
ineluding:
o Dhisconnected rool downspouts to splash blocks or “bhubble-ups:”
= Alternate devewny standards (g2, wheehways, unit phvers, o otfier parvious
pavements); and,
» Microdetention, including landscape detention and use of cistems (may also be
considered treatnyent measures);
Proservation of high-quality opéim spice;
Mumntenance and/or restoration of ripariun arees and wetlmds s project mmonitics,
including establishing viegetnted buffer zones 10 reducs runofl info waterways, allow for

cstream channe] chiege as 5$irsam’s conlrbuting watershed urhanizes, md otherwise

mitigate the effecis of urban runeff on waters and beneficial wses of waters (may also be
comsidered treatment meassres); g,

Incorparation of supplemental controls to mimimize changesin the volume, Sow rate,
tirming, and duration of runoft, for a given precipitetion eveny or evenis. These changes
itelude cumulatve hvdromodificinon ciused by site development. Measures may
include landscape-based messures or other fedtures to-rednce the velodity of, detain,
andor mfilmte stormwater rumoff (may alzo be considered trewment measuros),
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il. The standords and guidance revisw shall be completed aecording 1 the schedule below. A
surmmary: of review, revision, and implementation status shall be ssbmitted for sceaptance by
The Exceutive Officer and reported in the Penmittess' Annual Reports, begimmimg with the
Annual Repon dug Seplember 15, 2005,

1. Ne lter than August 13, 2000: The Permittees shull sutmit 2 detailed vorkplan and
schedule for completion of the review of standerds and puidelines, sy proposed revisions
thiersta and any implemenmtion of revized slanderds and guidanee:

2. No futer than November §5; 2004: The Perminiees shall submit a draft review and

analysiz of local standards and puidance, opportunities for revision, and any propossd
revised standerds and modonce, and,

3. Na later than Nevember 15, 2005; The Permttces shall Incorporate sny revised standards
and gundance inte their local spproval processes and shall fully fmplement the revised
standards nnd snidance.

k. Source Control Measures Guidunce Development

The Permittees shall, 84 part of their impropvement process, submit enhanced new development
and significant redevelopment Performance Standards, which summarize source control
reguirements for sueh prajects w limit pollutont generation, discherge, and runaff 1o the
miaximum exten! practicable. Examples of source contr'ol megsures miy include the following,
which are offered 05 exumples: '

L Incloct mat/equipment wish racks for restaurants, or coverad cutdoor wash moks plumbed 10
the sanitary sewer;

ii. Covered trash and faod compuctor enclosures with a sanitary sewer connection for dumpster
drips aml designed such that nan-on (0 trash enclosure aress is avoided;

il Semtary sewer drains for swimnming pools;

w. Sanltary droined outdoor covered wash areas for vehicles, equipment, and accessarics;

¥. Sanitary sewer dmin connections to ke fire sprinkler tegt water;

vil, Bfomm dramsvsiem stenciling:

vill. Landscaping that misimizes irigation snd mnofl, promotes surfacs infltention where
spproprate, minimises the e of pesticides and fertilirers, and where feasible removes
pollutants fiom stommwates rnofl and,

vl Appripriste covers, drains, and sorage precautions for vutdoor materiil siorage areas,
louding doeks, repairmiaintenance bays, and fucling nreas,

A model enhanced new developmen und signi fisunt redovelopment souree control Performamce
Stumdard and proposed workplan for s implementation shall be subnaittzd by Avgust 15, 2008,
Implementation shall begin mo lator than February 15, 2003, and the status shall thereafier be
reparied in the Permittees’ Annual Reports beginning with the Annual Report due Seplember 13,
2005, which shall also provide appropriate detail on projects reflecting the application of the
enfumced Performanoe Standards consisent with Provision C3h, above.

. Update General Plans
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At the next schedulad updateirevision of s Genzral Plan, cach Penmittes shall confirm thit it has
incorporated water quality and watershed prosection principles-and policies into i1 General Plan
or squivalent plan, to the exient necessary, to reguire implementition of the measures refuired by
Pravigion C.3 for applicable develspiment prajects. These prineiples and policies shall be
desigmed 1o protect natural water bodies, reduce impervious land coverage, show runofl, and
where {easible, maximize oppertunities for infilistion of raimwster into satl, Such water quality
and walershed protection principles ot policies may inelude the followime, which are offered as
examples;

L Minimize the siaount of impervious surfaces and directly conneeted tnpervious sutfhees in

areps of new development and redevelopment and where feasible miximize on-sitc
infiltration of Tuna ft

I Implement pollution provention methods supplementad by pallutant sotree controls and
reatiment. Lse small eollection sraresies locuted at, or-as close as possible to, the source
(1.6, the point whers witer imitially meets the ground) to minimize the transpont of urban
runall mnd pollutants offsia and into o municipel separate storm sewer syElem;

iti. Preserve, and where possible, oreate or restore ancas that provide important water guality
bepelils, such &5 riparian comidors, weilands, and buffer zones, Encourage Jand sequigition
and/or conservation easement acquisition of such aress:

fv, Limit disturbances of nutumal water bodics and natura] drainage systems coused by
development including roads. highwoays and bridges;

v, Prior to making land use decistons, utilize methods available o estimmte inoresses in
pallutant loads and flows resulting from projecied futore development. Bequire
imoorporation of struchural and noo-stiructirul treatment mensures 1o mitigaie the projected
increases in pallutan lopds and fows;

vi. Avoid davelopment of areas that are particolorly susceptible to erosion and sediment loss; or
estublish development guidinee tiat idemifies these ureds and protects themn from erosion and
secment loss; and,

vil Reduee pollutants associnted with vehicles and incressed raffic resuliing from development.

W mnendments of General Flans are determitid to be legally necessary to allow fior
implementation of any aspect of Peovision .3, such amendments shall oceur by the
fmplementation date of the commesponding coniponent of the Provision. [T legally necessary
(Geneml Plan amendments canmot ocour by the fmplementation date beemse of CEOA
requinemenls ar otfier constrainls mmposed by the lawe applicable 1o amending General Plans,
the Pomittoe shall report this i the Executive CHiicer s soon a8 possible, aod no later thar in
the Amnual Report due more than siy months in sdvanee of the implementation date, Should
changes 10 imiplementation dates 10 ennhle o Permittes 1o comply with CEQA and General Plan
lezal requirements be necessary, the Permitize shall recommenid a new' implementation date fior
approval by the Regional Bogind.

m; Water Quality Review Processes

Wher Permittess conduct environmentid review of projects in their junsdictions, the Permittees
shall evalinte water quality effects and identily appropriate mitigation measures. This
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requirgment shall be fmplemented by May 15, 2004, Questions that eveluste increased pollubmls
and fimws from the proposad projeet includs the following, which ire offerod a3 etmmples:

L Wouid the propoged progect resull in anoncresse in pollutant discharges 1o receiving waters?
Congsider water quality parameters such b femparniure, dissolved oxyvpen, turbidity and otfher
typical stormwater pollitans (e.g, heavy metals, pathopens, petroleum derivatives, s\-mhmc
orpanios, sediment, muinents; oxygen-demanding substances, md trash),

il. Would the proposed project result in significant slteration of receiving waler quatity during
or following construationT

iil. Would the proposed project result in increased impervions surfaces and associated inressed
nmaff?

iv. Wauld the proposed project create 8 siom ot adverse swrimnmental impact to desinage
patterns due to-chenges m runoff fow taies or volomes?

v. Would the proposed project result in inereased erosion in ity wistershed !

vl 1zthe project tributary to an alesady imparred water body, a5 lised on the CW A Section
03P I so, will it result in an incroase inoany pollutant for which the waler body |5 already
impaired?

ii. Would the proposed project hove a potentially significant envirmnmental impact on sorfies
water guality, o marine, fresh, or wetland witers?

wiil. Would the proposed project have a potentially sigmificant adverse impact on groundwater
quality?

. Will the proposed project canse or contmbuie to an eacccdance of applicable surface ar
proimidwater recerving water quality objectives or degradation of beneficial uses?

X Will the projeet impact aguatic, wetland, or riparian hulbite?
n. Reporting, including Pesticide Reduction Measures.

The Permiltess shall demonsirate complisnce with the reguirements of Provision ©.3 by
providing m their Annunl Reparts the information deseribed in Table |, heginning with the daes
shown in Tuble | and contimuing theseafier. In addition, the following information shall be
oollested for Anmuul Report submittal, beginming upen the date of adoption of this Order:

i Forall new development and stenificent redevelopment projects whish meet the Group 1 or
Ciroup 2 definitions In Provisten 0.3, collect and report the name or other idemifiar, type of
project (usmg (he catepories in Provision C_3.c}, site acrsage or sguure footage, nd sguare
fontams of new impervious surface.

il. For prajects that must implement reatment messures, report which treatment measures were
used wnd mumene-sizmg critera emploved, the O&M responaihility mechanism including
pesponsible party, gite-dedipn mersures usad, and source control micesures required. This
mftrmation shall also be reporied to the oppropriate Iocal vecior conmrol district, with
additioni] informuetion of aceess provisions for vestor control distoict staff. This reparting
shall hegin an the Annual Beport following the muplementation date spocified in Provision
(5555
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ith, A surmmary of the types of pesticide reduction measares required for those new development
nnd significant redevetopment prajscts 1o be addrsssed wmder Provision €3¢, and the
percentsyee of such new develapment ond significant redevetopment projects for which
pesticiile edaction measures were imvluded. These megsures are required under Provision
C.10e, o relate directlv to Peovigion £.3 fequirements,

The Permittees may utilize thelr Annual Reports to highlight their budget constrainis and suggss!
reprionitization of any Program dotivities in arder (o achieve the most cost effective averill
Program,

o, lmplementation Schedule

The Permittees shall implement the reguirements of Provisons C.3 b through O3 m according o
the sehedule in Table 2,

4. Public Information and Participatica Performance Standards

The Program shall develop aspecific workplan with the Permittess based on Section 3. Task § ol the
PIF component of (e Muragement Plan {o evaluate the offectiveness of the PIF companent end
report onl this om-poing evaluation starting September 2004 for the 20052004 Annuenl Repor, ond
anmually thereafter: Effectivensss may be mensuved through direct ar indirsct means, such as
observation of behavior: surveys: and/or analydis of availuble dats on public fvalvement mnar in
response to PIF activities,

5. Performance Stnndards for Municipal Maintenance

Tl Program shall implement municipd] maintemance performance standsrds s sat farth in the
Managzmenm Phan

6. Performance Stundard for Rural Publlc Works Maintenance and Support

For the purpese-of his provision, ral means any witershed gr portion thereod that Temims
utileveloped or with primarily agneulturnl, grazing or open space uses, and draine to unchonnelized
sireams. The Program shall develop, witlin ene yem afier the sdoption of this Order, Porformance
Standurds appropriste trsming and ischnical nssisance requiroments, and annual reporting
reguirements for the following rural public works maintenanee and supper? astivities; a)
mianagement and/orremovil of lirge woedy debris and live vegefation from stream chammels; b
sireambank slibilization projects; and, ¢} ead construction, maimesance, and repairs in rura) treas
to prevent and controd road-related erasion. In addition, Permittees shall develop: d) education and
gmdance on permitting requiraments for rural public works aetivilies so ae to stress the Tmportasce
of propes planming and constriction.

7 Annusl Reports and Workiplans
& Anmisl Reports

The Peninees shall submit an Annual Repont 16 the Reponal Board by September 15 of each
yeur, documenting the status of the Progrem’s end the Perminces’ sorivities during the préviois
fisenl year, including the restlts of a qualitative assessment of actvities implemented by the
Permitiens, and the performines of tasks contimed i the Munavement Plan,

The Annual Report shall incluce & compilation of deliverables and milestones completed during
thie previous twelve-manth period, 28 deserbed m the Monapersent Plan In either the Annyal
Repurts-or the Warkplans, the Permittees shall propose pertinent opdates; improvements, or
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June 18, 2003

Jeff Philliper

Envirenmental Planning Coordinator
Lawrsncs Berkeley Mationsl Lab, M5 20K
One Cyclotron Hd

Berkeley, CA 04720

Deaar Jeff Phillibar,;

Please oppase the progcl to lurm Cafetaria Creek on the UC Berkeley
Campus inlc a parking lot

The project will;

-bury 300 feel of Cafatena Cresk,

-desfroy numerous cosst live osks and other ripanan vegstaiion,

-cul away & steep slope for building construction which will generate
enormotig. quaniities of dirt fill which will be dumped into Cafeteria Creak
to then make & parking lof

Support scoping alteérnatives in the EIS which consider othar options —such
asz anothar building site which does nct require a cut and fill

Sinoerely,

| - -?"'?5

.E_ :r-.r-'i'J- ,r-_pw.ﬁl

Oenniz Thomas.

147 8t Germain Lane
Plaasanl Hill, &A 94523
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Subject: Building 49/ G4 Parking lot
Dhate: Tue, T Tul 2003 1420530700
From: Phillip Price <popricetima. com =
To: Teff Phifliber <jgphiliiseriibi gov=
OC: Therese Powell <tpowel|@iblgoy=, Goorge Keyer <mpdrevesia bl gove

dJeiE-al al,
Thank you fof the Lafdemative and well-rod mesting lest nlght.

Ao XRow,. I am sxtremaly upsed about (e lab's plan Toouse.a
‘riparian dorcidor &y 3 dispéesi dres Ior $L0T Iram ChEElruacing
Byldding 4%, T plap op dealnyg whateves I can Lo stop this ridioulius
s Mroho-hascsd plan.

I pant koo be - sufe that Che BTH copeds everyiting that 17 ehpild. T
wotibd 1lke ke gat clavlfioal lon dbhoyt theé quallflestions for 4 slba L
b ponsidet=d s= an altsrnabive 46 the ETR. A little packarouns Clest:
F= [ und=eptand it, the laby hap Dosn onsbie o geb e to fund dn
office bailding na=dits, Inatesl, tha mll-&hinr approach hss besn
detised; = privabs dovelopdr will dasign snd pulld-the podlding, ana
will Jemes 4f ta the Lab, Hince T Lab ganndt copmit 'to & ledme of
mpffiziant duratisnm €0 pay baok the bullding cont kL WD zondd, wo
womld Bullid tha oabidimg oussalvun), the agreament Hetwasn’ the Lab s
Lhe developers Will etipulsts that 1T the Lab stopm lessing the
::1_;_|_|_.-|3_h,:;|, tha Land wWill reverct fo AT Rerkeley, whichk l=s | Eopresue2)
agrked mithar to lesde the bullding chameelyves oo |7 ‘to mlTow) che
Eoilding oluers th Ieamn it towhinmwven Shew wiahy Aa T oodearasband i,
one Fegllc of thils spprosch e thet cthe Inh conmiders Lt 8 ragil senent
that the Bllding site b on the periphesy pE-the 1ebe (T snplihiing In
ran parag r;|.'|_:.11 1= '.J.m:-:-r:m::.. Tiwonld Hhe o fa porrsoctasid]

fin, hers's my guestleons  @L1L the lsk elaim that wny Bits [n the
Lals's imbterinc d= ool fessiple. Because of the mmammal fipsnoial
arrangament= thak A "Teml*_t'ﬂd"'f

&lgo, Than Hhecs | baan ja derlsions o an-extansion. o the aoabing
period?

Thanice Lo advance for SnEWers to bhege two questiong.

—Fhil Pripe
ETRTS

14| T Gl AN
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Subject: Building 49 and parking lot G4
Date: Wed, 02 Jul 2003 16:14:28 0700
From; Rick Diamond <rediamond(ibl gov=

To: Jelf Philliber <IGPhilliberii bl gov>

uell,

che wltm plan, faw. thet the propossd paekieg Lot 1d Laceted 1hd AdEursl
SLrTan ooulEe with =everal Leifge  tresa,

[ jusf =ead dbaut fhe== ney projects 16 Currenbs, and aftAc Jookihg et

[ wag woniering if there.wers othsd sites ofh-ERE LAl LiRT WHrE
cofeldered Ffor Ehe landFill as sltafnstivea o thid one:; and Why thic
ot Was choRsn?

The Currents arfticle medtioted LhmE Bhils sas "cost-wifactis=T:and .
eyl ponmentally prefarded ko hatling thie dlet to-a landfdll-or obhez
wee oIt (G opf =lite,

T Jetow: Ehat In any project-32 complexoam this omnee diEficolt decaiscons
afd- trede—offe are mede-all the-tima. Hheat Faoidd JTojee o jmow i= what
meie the albietrstlus sltean and propepels considessd for fGhe 0117 How
oo=s &ne cdatermine the valus of & patural @traam collrse With maturs
caks? What-ars Ehe coars ol hauling ohe dighk off 'aits LT there'arentt
slternative Yocétians wsvalipble an-3lte?

Te thig matariz] avsdlable At the welwlte for the propossd £1R, o wolild
you be- willing to peevide a:short esgnpn=e? 1°{ oppresistc: any phovghbs
wou' hiwe on this fomal o focarpal

THanke

Eldk
nddns

sl TSN G W
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Sulject: Proposed parking lot construction
Daater Wed, 2 Tul 2003 22:03:54 0700
From: Phillip Price wﬂu@mimu.:m
To: CVShank@Ibl.gov
€C: Jeft Philliber <jgphilliberiiblgov=, Willism Fisk <wifiskgdiblgov=,
ASHOK GADCIL =ATGadgiliglibl pov=, Therose Powell <tpowellgiibl goy:,
Jenn Chion <] WChow@ibl gev=, "David b Lorenzetit” <D Lorenzedimibl.goves,
Michael Sohn <musohugiihl govs, RCDiamund@Th sov,
Riyna ]n}mm-:EInmﬂmn@Ibl.gmk Seunghae Hong <SBHomzblaovs,
Matthew MicLeod <mimasleed @bl goyv, “Jomthan Koomey" <jgkoeamey@ihlgovs
Mark Sippola <MRSippolagilibl sov=, TmrThl'er:l:r{‘['LThth@Hﬁ oo,
Sondiz | mﬂﬁdﬂxn@hl o, Thentdore Cartner < TOCarmeni bl gov=

bear Dr. Shank, ;i

Elavan yeard agey as 1 was fd.rrj.:h_'l_nq my phf:_r'_r FEdY, w Ee:kﬂg'p‘ friendd
gest mw & Pa-;st on armounsEmehit far & pﬂﬂtnsf mt Leurenos Berkeley
L.ubnri]'_nr_ 3 FT.I...n_'i.. and s codples G fitinthe later [ Smme cdt foF an
J_hlu-jwj_-m.l |y, and the Lak, sesred |1k heaved. 1 spoeat several
days winh my '|"r1|:|n|:|r explaring E.H:I.'k‘ﬂll:_f afd ite snvitona. We went for
& bl pide I Thiden Eerk) ool BART in o EARN Foancl 800y -ATE A&t
enobher ewealldnt [yst ineipeneiws) cestaunsapt evecy pight, sSbd juse
oeresally bad 4 grest time. 1 kook the LAL shirbtle up fo iy Inbeeelew,
moreelad at The grast wlews from the cafeteria window; amd e
‘enchanted to ges dasr grasing op the Hildside cuf of sy LnterviswerTs
afflick.

Meturalle] when I wesd dfferpd clhe pnut:lu-m 1 togk Lt and T've basa
here ever aince. Of coussd 1 pow des Bapheisy's Tlaks AR Well .as Lts
srrangine, But T-=till donty cdke for granted (the things thet brooght
e hdrs A0 the Slrst polses,  10=til) wsUch the aﬂmnt mymey oow and
thin, Trom: ke Bullfisng 57 parkicg lote © stlll ook an elmock g3

Fonling when 3 pull geoovdl the hslials coree at J_L=+ the pight time of
tha =ve=ing n_ru'_! Bis ERO daap purple bay and nkys wi ek bbe _L'E? efvenng
=ut hefore me:

e also Flwayn been peood £o be anppelitsd with the Lsb:  When
pecpln. 48k Nghat doovett do Bhares, * 1 mdntion the Lab's wlds angs of
mg;rrﬁ---nmnlaq? high-aharoy pl:'n_.rnln oomputstionil moi=nne,
mbo ——pafrre digmisaing my Wi dibFigion |BETD) o departmed’ (TEDE.
I'we bhean priovsd of such that tha Zak kam dome, someWist sheegish bk
game of At {13ks our seael mas heavy=hatded  poblle rslatbgmat, bk
:snru.mlr f'ya pevar been zabemed To say that 1 1-rr|1:'.t ar LlNE.

1.2 B B [0

THE Prid)om

The propossl to f1ll in o desek vallesy to bulld = parking: lot L&
shapelul. —mot just for the. LAk, oz fbr e pfergonally, L onrider
myanif an envldemmsEntalist, abdobhave dlways felt that iy walues Hare
rEflsot=d by thet ol my Divialon. T have Blyays bBellevsd Lhat We ary
ally in W omadl way, worklg to dmprods pacolsts Nesl bR, Tadute waEted
eoorgy, sad lNprave epvicenmental gualizsy, I asamm meporriticgl To
clats bo puesis these goalz st an Sheatleulion thab waald T4 faos
preek vallsy in grder to make p parkiog lot, (6o Taek, Lt soeess oo
h¥pededtical that I cantt handle T r'cu]ni'nﬂ dimsonanpe= that wmiln b
gorardtad.. Locanllt wozh Al the Lab, HF the Lah purpues thie polizes,
“This i ivh exbrEdell) pElatul :sualiu‘mn for me, minge 1 BIJOY MY WOrK,
lawa bhie IiFsdtyle that the Leb allawe, and remlly Ilke all of 'my
pollessgp=s, WL 4§ fag aa 1 mizm:rn::l, 1 dispntes have 3 dhaloas 1T tha
project conrlnuen mp planned. W= pap't LLTE On 5 oveek walley it's
Jumt WEeAg, Elpgee fiod an slterpakies.

1im very tamiliar with shis parkivulsr cresl) having totleed 1t sarmy
timme op oy Hally Diks rlds heme. Weep the e=pther cordibdons - sre
eight; I <an f==1"qa pteady flow of cocl alr poucing down the Tallayy

1af TRE000 6548 AW
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creating & fotdl cdpl Sore ThEC LE vety notidoable &8 I Pi.Eti the oyt

EcuatTonis, bRt the organiestion hat did regearch on “urhan hear

flands! L8 abouh too peplsoa & gteal vallay wliEh & wiah of saphsEit.
Babnuse the valley opsns onte the rpad clght st hl;lrp].u e Lhat

Holde drivgre® straption, oosh saplopesss have propably nevar nisk § ad

than rbn:f_']_:—‘.l.&lﬁﬁ wallsy and) tco 2Eaponal oreai, bt T hove, and ‘1

mant =band b= pew 1T degtEoved |

a.Lr_u.::n.n!:l.:-u ERLA

The Lap £2 in o bipd, MAl 9f che good bollding oites were wand up
dasesdes ags, B0 HaryMan s hava Jefc is eithar urqiminl_ I:l:
upAcceptable, | ththid cass, cho "rimed” to build on & mez utunp =iopn
meane that glite s BiT of sssavation |8 megudiced For a buil afFthix
mivs, J.n.u,ﬂing' s The guestion of what to do with tha Hirs, Iican ~hink
G Few tHINYE worss) than burying o fhriving ripesion carcldor Wikl £E.
2 hebter coorss Mpald ke te awadd generabing sach o lergs dissseal
peoblen io the Fhest place, h;n bliitiiny on A Elabesr alks,

A T know you agrmsy She beat nltu.mir_.'i-.'ﬁ watild b o replacs &n
sgpduting bollding thet te oo loooes needed) such s Ballding B4, or ths
“Bauwptron. 1 &m bold Ehst, unfortunately, ‘00E wanle Wored ta pay £ar

eamtwal o the lod-livel sonrEndinaties ln thise arﬂaa Of eonirEs iF
shonld bs 2 high- .pz.'mzlty == chanos thate=~it gossn't mako sense to
leave precisis hUlloing Space &b Che lan unusec for decades. | aism
trink Thet-it'e o ioral nacesgity for evEryone-—whethat govemmbent
agencias OF cofsumsrs—to t=Me responnibil ity for Efim. LliTige that we
make wpd buy throooh thelr sodire i7a oyile, 16T can't dinsacd ah add
THiTlgupatar I8 ehe B:E:k&]’.sg,r iy T ahl:mT&n £ b able-Eo i‘.LLn_c'hE an
el bublelny theta, Sithen, | kmow | = greashind ol the chois on fnls;

PFleasa melntzln, =nd bn fagt) (noredss, the prefsors ob OE 4nd
Coogzeas tn ramedy this situatlon,

Eicluding tim s:u'utau:.tmlt:d areyn of LB, these ‘are Aratl
plEernbtives, '8 ook Gooe of Dbho sLatiystar itk Ssvatroots Ahighibay,e
for enample, Buc 1 pon's Ghisk (t's centanipabed,  THE sndrpreis olihke
ofchis/enpey shell Jreal Ly Showa H'imt- a ity il s to e L TE
marginal Biked REGlel thiE one 18 meaiinble." This siee’conid hlPEL v
wory liugge sIzlce bailding (oF pq:kmq garmde, Lf W Bt plscaty the
Parklng Coda) ;o lpdeed, in principle a parking| gatage could bé'bBUllt
Anmide: Lhe sxzi.ﬂnmg ahell.

Bnother chvious Building cprisn would De fo reploce fhe opg-story
braitess nutz}.j' ﬂulld.i_ng gl ] wj.hu & lthfee= ar Toir=atony atl'J-un
Ul Loty vhat pecmTlies upprmi:n.nt!:rl}' e B ame rl‘_‘mtp:lll.t.a ‘Thmrn
Lratiars Axc & minos ssharrestnail' Lo i ¥islon ALFHEY W work on
gneray afEiciencyy yeb Wy Wee rhess fonrly |Raulpted,
hligh—elrfasu=to—rolshe, rather uhpl=ssant work armam, each with Ded own
Lnetilcient h.HLJ.ng ovd @by pobdltioning system. | & wew bddlding these
el e ashoWplads. for Imprdvsd (IWAC ceshnmlogisa afd bllialng
dngugul wiad= providing tully cheee ,ﬂ.nnu of abditional WOEK Epage (O
mhre|. Peosle on that side of Swifdicg 00 esuld be lnolimdd to
complain about ]_uui.m; Ehmlr e, bk thats Wady to solval meve Ehose
peopis Lo The new bailding.

A= yom koow, Ehece mre pafy othor amall (one- aod tyo-sdtosy) brailers
ane bt idlnds aooond LML, and oftan theze w18 ancmiy the mast
unploasant work places anyway. Wacher thas budld on marginal fsdd-acs
£151 iy 7 Teeek eallays, we shouls TRplace Ehese BAlldings With theses
to five-mtoxy nEw ones,

Farking

one of tha g-:-“r = hifgs About The “Lah s tHe mxuel lemt .'.lhl:rtLJ.u 1]
pyAten, whimh makes it sasyte aveid aedviog €fam almest atoehces in
Torkaiey: T began commting By Hike when T Wved in Bockeidoe snd) now.
pealiing ell, 1 sentinus camuwat A Crb nr home i pnrth Serkeley. I
[feriesd | Eleam tJ.l.n'thEr'_d expEramnte EHEt LE 1 very oy Lo commte; W) bt
driving, from seynral wilss druund, o tEebs olmben cight ue uobil
g unLLmIiE death from sancer 4 couple of years .ago, my
fifey-samathing prouTam hesd: Joan Dathey, edmmutad by BI!TIT ‘and

2od1 TS0 944 AW
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Briposet prrcings ot Ermsincdiin

ghuttie. and yen, L alse knowomamy Fii, ghle-bodied Sollesgn=s s
frive o work SVEry duy feom within § coupie of mites of the Laboilo
Thm. W Bl ekKepricdl of che gupponod Poeed® for more. porkEog.

The Lib shoinld provica as livels ﬁurﬂ‘:g—_u pos=sihle, and Shok st =t
somy. dinlal-arminearing sttampte e redude driving. The Lab ahoule
provide ag Tittle parking as pessible- bocou=e-—oackong is an ubter wases
aj_nﬁ.\mg,' st a-place that can'E mfford such luxories: Evesy sgosce '
foob dedlcetia o j:il.zh_Ln.'gr 1= m sgusk= fast that mmh't B secupled by oa
prodiictlve uEE 1ikm 4 Llah np an sFEic=. The Fnshllﬂh witii jear ki gy
A=nE Just- et we have to pay to provids St-aad meintadn Q0 [CY0 that
parilng speona-displace Work spocas

tdin Fi. Conmider mll &F Che ppuow ab tha Lob Chat s dediested te
pasking, A= a bhought wwpeeiment, condlder haw mush LE okl b Wiscth
Ghe tab nosmays bhoat amgpnt of ERGE apaoe ayallabile-fer baddidinge.

Zgrwly the snower Le fn bhe tens of milliens =f Hailars  That's the

rpil cdmt of pravidifiy parking St the Tmb. 1 sugdent Bhat the Tah'

stark chapging. & raganrable amount Tar pariing, peEhopd ab the ardsr &f

$5 pep day ($100 pep monsh) . | Tha meney sauidbe ased Do Sepan ) s

ghuttle s=cvics to sUbling-araass Tor inatanoe, whan I lised in -

Rockrldne I newer used the Chan—nex Hockridgs Hhurtis bemapss of Ite

wery Limites ppors that did oot mated wy sohedlle. I'm pretiy shre that

wven ag lolts modt 28 B per:day will e eppugh o get same peopls b
owltoh ‘Eo the shdttle, especislly LI fmpiroved Sarwice 1w sart of the
phokoge. _
Tdss 2, Bi0en that s parkling 140t 183 geste of valzably Space; Wiy
pot uge-2pace that hag to be wanted Bnywey? Ewvecy baildlng pesdsa
roals iy not starl desdgroing e, budldings with reaicop packing? The

1Y fs-an deal place for this= Beeadss The stegp bebrainrnrovicdas:
Felstival g gday access to rooftopass=1ly e, 1tfs Emarkanld hod -many
filansa st the lab you oan lok down £oes & scad sntc the zoof 95 a

nearhy poliding,  Ballding so thab the Scructare can suppert raphtop
phzEing costs Dire thet comvantionet-motYdiugs ot nos Pmacly e mich

a8 gaerl ficing Apsce fof e pariing Lot

A:rinal sltecnnciy=

_ L koo EHe Fesponss bo a1l of the above, pecauss 273 elgays the
rebponse te Scrplaints based dn ehvlroinental coocemn=: 'We'd lowe to
g0 What “you . surgest, Byl s ¢antt wiford 4t 3t%s tzue, belng
erviemrEentally Feaponzible introdooes sngther conpteplnt, apd this can
{Agrmasn cosbe, But-apvircomental cesponaibiiiby. e sk that-—ss
tuppoasiHil ik peepiot . 5T opflon. I8 the EELL santt be disposed oF
raspon=i nlie ) dom T il £he bellhing. . Ve, SRat WLLL ssEn Shat e
B Ec goptlnue To strspmle-with inenffsolent $pade. hot That may Jwst
‘bo olic dfodas Eo bass

Fleane me-chHnxides the axclalon, to Bury & thriving erceh walidy with
tena of dirt. ' '

Ainiosm 1"4'=J._|!,

or, Fnilllp Price
=7Eih

Aard G bl s R
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July 2, 2003

D, Charles V. Shank, Phreelor
Lawrence Berkeley Nationa! Labomtory
One Cyclotron Road MS $0A-4110
Berkeley, CA-STH)

Dear Dy, Shink:

Thank vou for the Notce of Preporation for o Dinfi-Focused, Tiersd Environmental Inpact Report (EIR)
fior eonsfruction of 1 new building and parking ol ot Lisménce Berkeley Mational Laborutory (LRNL),
The netics fndicites thal response fs due by July 16, The pumpose of s leftor i 1o requesta bro-week
oxlengion.

The Notice of Preparation will be on the City Comneil Tufy 15, 2000 agenda. An exienision of the
comment perod witi] July 3 is requested to proyvide sdequate firme for staff to addeess any 1adues thit
priy be maised by the City Coanal],

Sincerely,

alll, el

Weldon Ruocker
Ciry Manager

(e Mayor amd City Coonetl
Aurmiettn Chiskes, Chied of Stafl
Cirace Maguirs, Assistant (o the City Manager
Phil Kamlirz, Degaty City Manageeintorm Plomming Diroctot
Wendy Cosin, Deputy Planming Director
JelT Philliber, LBNL Environmentol Planning Coordinmior

T 1Al flibyda Srus teerkeley, CA SEU0 Ted % IHEL TOOR IR0 S| GRS Ba SHIAR ] N
icemiil- mammpiytine baksbey b
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“Beguet fi- el

Subject: Request for information
Drate: Tho, 03 Jul 2007 18; 1647 0700
From: Baol Piper <prpermraalom mit cdo=
Tz JGPhilliberzlhl gy

Jedl,

Aga momber of the Monthem Almneda Commty Growp of the Sz Club, | e received ane-muail about
s prposed LBNL project deseribed, in part, as follows,

l.awvrence Berkeley National Lahorutory (LBNL), in conjumetion with 1T Berkeley, has just begun
the FIR process for s project that - if built om plonned - WILL COMPLETELY BURY A SMALL
CREER AND FILL MOST OF ITS ¥ALLEY i order to boild o parking for | Infact althoegh TRNIL
does want the parking lof, thit's not the main mativation: really, they just negd s phice 1o dumn over
2000 trieklunds of dist (hat's ot o tepa b that swill be genemied by exonvatine for o new balding, and
disposing ol it on-site will ssve them ool of moncy and 2 lot of hasste. Where can you dimp 2000
teiscklonds of dint? Ima vablew, |Edovsn't scem W bother them thit the valley s 2 theiving creek cormidir
theat ineludis several coast Hve ouks, supparts [0 ol bird e, wnd 35 tieeadad with pathis made by the
Lab's black-tailed deer, Moreover, it provides wildlife comdor linkage to Tilden Park open space arcas.
I whisrt, the project willl

| rather thil yoth hear dome tesponsitility for the EIR

Lshould be graeiul for nformation thoy wonld belp ue ascertsin whai s gomg on 15 theee o WEB sile or
something? Mol (oo e consmming, plisase..

The Gronip will probably tale o pasition. [ shonld hke to parlicmpate responsilly in devieloping that
o,

Thank saaw

Robert B, Piper, PhL;

ol T 200E AT AN
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Pl 15101 L S wbermy Creek Toboinne

Subject: Proposed Fill Of Strawhorry Croek Tributary
Diate: Thu, 3 ful 2003 [5:32-38 0700 (POT)
From: Judy Forres| <ne_swili@yahoo can-

To: khlard? swrch.ciogoy, G2 swichocr gov, JEPhiliberlbLooy, CVShank@bl gov,
TPRowelliiblgov, ewyliastsml wsee oy amil, ¢ longispdusies. amyonil,
opitonEborkelevduilvplanet com, lwrennidectimescom,
assemblymember haneock{tiassombly.ca.gov

Begardityg [ANE's plana mo £11) pSvr of 3 sspona] Eributacy £5 Ehe Farch

Fork of Steadbacey Craslk in osder 1o asslst In dispesing of constiuctlon
dirck 1oy Building & packing l6t, /T ap vary scoptical a=' to whether &11

opkidne ave hesn duly stodigid. Fleore conoider me oppooed bo Ehis pisdo,
sl Wllling En fight againet it, untll ped heve =zhawn thet thece= 18 oo way
be awsld dassroying yet anothec =b our tiny, femeaining patirall srsas,

I axpant that oo ool pplifegisany wWedl a=818t 1N SppoFAing Lhis r-lar..

ulipn they roeiise -the atrenath of conmunity appesition.

Yours mincaraly,
JEAY s Farrart

Judy. Focraat
ne gwlR@yahoh  Com

T you ralioe: 3
SBC Yahoo! DRz = HeW anly D29. 90 per monlh)
hinpf Fhte  yahoo. oD

e T SrENEF A AN
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1 arppac e o ki il Clvogli s Ay

Subjeci: | uppose filling of California Creck in Berkelcy
Dt T, 03 T1 2003 10 #1-45' T
From: “Rusty McCall, Esq.” <rustyinecall@ihotail come-
Raphy-To: mustymecallioworid cleelin eduy
Tz ustymecall@hotmail.com, khi@rh2 swreh.ca.gow, ‘H!@h’ﬂ swrch.ca.gov,

IGPhilliberEibt gov, CVShanki@ihl goy, TPowe TGN gov, ewylie@spd wace umy, mil,
clfmgespd wsace amy.mil, epiniendiberkaleydaibyplmel.com, wrennE@eciimes can,
assemblymember hancock@assembly ca oy

1B Eh 2 mwschimnL gy, (Helthi LEonten, Beglonal Watsr Qusiity Gontrol Epscdl
1A ehd  mwrch . oa. g (TLnk Low, JLeglenal Riter oty Dontrol Sodrd)
JuFh UL [ il ga (Jeff PR 1k, OWL 2nd TTR)

Gy Shanklel cgoy {Diceetog, BN

Tooe=Llitlhl cgov [Tommialty [isson. SN

mwyll=Fapd unsess arniy,mil |8 Wells, Aimy. Corpa- of Engineers|
siorglepd, ymace, aemy .l IEslsln Fong, Somy Corps of Boglheera)
:puriupﬂua_thelﬂﬁhhvpunm i [ BsrEeleyr lakliy Blanes]
IwsanmBiotimes . 000 |C=ntra Gomta Tie=s !m;l Pl N v |

sapembl vmenbay  hsnoec il assonbiycngoy (Kesenh lpetean Lol Dateoey]

Tead all of the apowae welued and setesmsd lodsl deprapantatives amud
commuilty NOrksns.

T hawe Augh legrman of pless te £117 th 4 sessdnal oresd Ly Barkaley. Ealled
CallTarnis Crapk wlEth the Taftovers of & B0 'E-"::H.ﬂ\ea.zj' Bulldisg Fll'\"":IHCT I*
mkrifss me-aa V2L _t_tzaa'prm:,h'l.b sorl As a3 :H.EHI'_'E = ths pal el FesaunCEn oL
sur pley. THe Walley |& 5 thebuwips ceeel Sofcidoe that Lhoindan severs]
momnt Live oakh, alpparts lots oF Birs life, ~snd is thesadad with psthe mads
i_-.I tHe Lab's I:g]_-ir'-k tallad dnargr‘ H'l:u:.zvat'l.'izr1 I.‘ Flr_-‘.rv..dli:! yildilfs roerwiasr
Iinkzge fo Thidan Parh apon EEGCE mr=am) "

This pmpc-art projoct Seema Ly e to be a converisot '#-ﬁ}r co oul ecsts Lar
ehe Lawrenne Barkhlay National Lahorstory (LBNLY, on confupotlon wips TS
parkolqy, a3t the pepense of mors lrreplscoble wibarsiied: plosrian land. Thie
S how 1 az Gall &8 mhdfy :JT.:I‘IE'I Grganizatlonn ang HEckal sy e titueenta =ee
Bheprojdoe: 1In shor,  the projoct =il

» pomplaraly bory rougniy 3000 fop nepsd Linssy Teet of open, crecks
* rezult i the removal of numerous copst IléE cakE snd cEner INpOTTaOns
riparlan vedstationg
+uprlally TUIL Lo (8. BUTYE & Sipeclan corrliog WaEh bl truchloads®
wiEth af of glroy
' b aWay aEn peiTencly atsdap sloge fox Dulilglho Sormbruction

— an ingspreprlace bollding dive = k= geperazing the diet £L00
iy the izt p.T.:iE.'-.r..
+ gconatroct g pew parkingbpts thersby actively promoblbs maks PHiticls uss.
teaffic; and 4l pellivimm

1 oarge pua to a0t dst this pro ==t LEngl dbproval as proposed. With all of
the Brain pewar associated wizh. =od Frsdted i 00 fe LER T thay st b
sbie a4 think of 4 mors creative wss fap Chlg moll than o fiil'inma
amluntsle seasttal oresk chousver Lavge o= zpzll 4t may be.

i look forwatd Ta nesring how fiml drs hafndling This fssis walbb all wF our
intwenpts In wing,

:!':I.tm-elnur,
Puspeil Molsll
Bl 10k gt

Eepkelay, Bh
-1 b ]

| fa TSI By AM
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1 oppmsi: fillmy of U aliforios Creck m Bedkeloy

ilthough ot AVeryamnm 4 Wi
are &l] responsihls for
reirile - nlekn
MEH B wWith . virus pook 4 montis PREE®
hetped Madhan
Tard TIES2000 BAN WM
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Bl wpt Tl inovhd gteeki s TR < Wiy are-saicksimng

Subjgect: Do not Gill i the creek ot LBL - we are wailching
Drage: Thie, 03 Jul 2003 1124517 0700
From: Allysyn Riplinger =allysmm@Eismytals com=
Toz khffrh2 ewrehotaeov (Kéith Lichten, Begional Woater Quuality Contral Board),
tjligirh 2 awrchca.gov {Tinn Low, Regional Water Chunlity Control Beard),
IEsPhilliberi bl gov (Jeff Philliber, LANL and UCH), CVShinkg@lbl gov (Director, LBNL),
TPowelliblgoy (Community Liason, TRENLY
ewyliei@spd wpace vl (Ed Wyhie, Army Corps of Engimnsers)
clongfmepd wsseearmy.mil (Calvin Fong, Avmy Coms of Eopioesrs)
apinipniberkeleydalyplansteom (Berkelzy Daily Planct
Iwrennf@ieetimos.com (ontra Costa Trmies anid Berkeley Yoice),
assemblivmomber iimeock @ assembiv. co.gov [ Assembivwonmn)

lal'l TrAATMD 4L AN
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Regariling Controction o Dpermmon ol Doilding A9 wed vhis G oo Lot

Subject: Regarding Construction and Operation of Building 4% and the G-4 Parking Lot
Date: Fri, 4 Tul 2003 11; 16:28 0700
From: MNick Pilch <nicky @umisdspring com-=
Tu: JAPhillberid bl aov

I dio not. meres with your propoesgal o il o esepsonal croel-containing Califomin natve ndscupe. So
fow of our creeks sre lefi in their original sale. Don't muke this big misinke

| &fl THEIAT B 4T AM
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R LONL propmsed il of Cidsterin Creek

Subject: Hes LENL proposed infil of Cadnteria Creck
Date: Sur, 5 Jul 2003 1700 24 0700
From: "Dona Spring <donnspring Gmindsprng. com=
oz Mlenmitor Prarson” <jemm fermiaryphidisbomml coms, =i mines, cwagleviige o,
“UCC_berkeleviihotmail com>, <Timlhinsen@aol com™, <pteichner@uno coms>,
< raattoniinnture, Borkelew EDLES, <robwronmiaiattbi. com, <Rhdcuriziaol coms,
<marhisepachel Lnot=, <rantawmterdattin coms, “redoomlidjpanet=,
<rdelvecchinfsfehronicle coms, <quercusdiihotmuil. com=, <poschmanl @atthi.com™,
<Panl. Shain(@atthi com; “Nonmne3BEes.com™=, <JohnMeBride0942& a0l camx,
=mdbd@mmdspring.com-=, <lenrenmoret@yvahoo.ceme=; <LalavandeCumn @aolcom,
=<lelghmii@lash nets, <kevinconmicsatoni koo com=, <jandel |y o=,
<illwimastd Lol coms; <jrehivelyilips set, <ihunidna comns, <Heuselikitaol com:=,
=gamithimearthislind org=, <sringohumorfdyabon.coms, <dadworkerbeefmyahoo.com=,
< pnlepiiuelink berkelow sy, <Faereakeimanl com <Elrine Enstmpnd K P org=,
<ggreiiiimi.net=, <cddoveakiavehencom=, <camleschemdapearthlink net-,
<pgfred | iliung. cam:=, <mtbreb@Epachellnet=, <BAHAR pop mall e net=,
<quslensipachell nal=, <ANicolofiiiacl.com=, <amshiiworldel sitnet=
<ltsafpdnal.com=, <IGPhilliben@lbl. gov=, <flamonii@ereckents.com=,
"Lindsny Vurek™ <ivurckizizc otz

any ochar cogrestioma -am what $ocan dosn ohe Copnoi] epsl)

HEMGRANOIHN

il-y- X T-4-03

e City Covneill

Erom: Councl Imemher Spring

Ebpae HHEMEAENT I ATENDATETEM 47. o8 ZEIL

&g the followita smendmnafts Lo 20eids 2%ank g2 . LHHE B Havor Buisdl

1 Bk thae Eity Managor to gend l=ttere. to- LEEL, Regions] Watss Quall ooy
Joniral Hoard. Bepactmenit OF Pl miid | Qe e cand b5, R RAERY Soxbe ol
fngl pe=rae

expreszing the Cogncll®s sccong oppeeltlon uo the LEWL propomsd Toolagd 74l
i Cef=tatis Cresk 1o 5 smsll walleyfoorcidor shat wil: destzay the
seoleglenl fntegiety of the Morth S¥ench ares of the Strawtssrry. Oreek tor &

parking inf

Iafl TR AT M
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B LANE propussdd diafil ol Cafiderin Cre=h

- Hadppl +5 ] pry OF Lhs clty's lefgrAtanding, polloy * dyyilght
oreeka not 2 cresn o b L orildedg
1 jand ©o Ikl the oty policy oo proahlibitiny the rspevel-ef-Live dak

triamm,

to ke BIR scoping peried-for "Bulldisg 48:-and
July 1E.

TUEI00T 942 AM
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July 6, 2003

Jaff Phillier, Environmental Planning Coordinator
Lawrance Barkeley National Labaratory MS20K
Cne Cyclobron Aoad, Barkelay CA 94720

Fe: Tha Proposad Projects: Bullding 49 and G-4 Parking Lot

Flease consider (hese comments on the Evaluation of Envirenmental Fadtors Initial
Study Checklict for the Building 49 and G4 sites.

Agsthetics

LCThe axizling visual character or guelity of the-environment wiould be degraded by
the removal and destruction of trees and ripartan vegetation and the burying of North
Fork of Strawberry Creak--all habltats for wildlife Because the siies are adjacent to
heavily developed areas of concrate and asphalt, the presant undevelopad | natural
caondition of the shes (s of vaiue aesstheticaily for tha paople employed at the Lab
and those In the community,

Air Quality

3.C Tha increase of up to 120 parking stalis al G4 would increase the number of
cars/alf pollution. Currsntly all thasa Lab amployass who car-poal, bigyels, rida the
LENL bus are responsible for iezsening air pollution in ourcommunity. Thank you!

Biological Resources

4C the watarshad of the Nerth Fork of Strawbery Creak would be buried and paved
owar by tha G-4 parking ot The [ourral of Seiance raports that walershads/amall
streams gel first creck &l non-point source pollution. This vital watershed protects the
water gquality of San Francisco Bay. Opening eraseks not burying them with parking lots
Is the way to gof

4e. The ramoval of mature, native Coast Live Oaks s in condlict with City of Barkeley's
Oak Presarvation Ordinance. Oaks are currently treatened by “Sudden Oak Deaih”
and you are going to remove onesthal dare healthy?

Transportation/Traffic
1% 3 Up to 120 additional parking spaces at G-4 parking lof would cbvicusly cause an
increase |n car raffic

| hope the LENLwill sincereiy consider an alternative on-sile location for Building 49—
some underusad,or already open space.

Shella Andras _
1324 Arch St , Berkeisy, ©A 94708
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July' 6. 2003

Charles Shank, Director
Lawrence Borkaley National Laboratory
One Cyclotron Road, Barkelay CA 94720

Be: The Propesad Projects; Bullding 49 and G-4 Parking Lot

Pleaze consider thess commenis on the Evaluation ol Envirenmenial Factors Initial
Siuidy Chackfist for tha Bullding 45 and G-4 sites:

Aesthetics

LCTha existing visual characier of quality of the environmant would be degradad by
the removal and destruction of rees and riparian vegstation and the burying of Naorth
Fork of Strawberry Craek--all habitals for wiidilfe, Because the siles are adjacent to
heavily developed areas of concrete and asphalt, the present undevelopad . natural
condition of the sites Is of more vaiue assthetically for the peaple empioyed at the Lab
and thosa in the community,

Ajr Quality
4.C The ingrease of up to 120 parking stalls at G-4 would Increase |he number of

carafalr pollutlon. Currenily all those Lab employess who car-pool, bicycta, ride the
LBNL bus are responsible for leasaning eir pollution in our community. Thank youl

Biological Resources

4C. the watershed of the North Fork of Strawbarry Creek would be buried and pavad
over by the G-d4 parking lot. Tha journal of Science reports that watershads/ismall
streams get first crack al non-point source pollution. This vital walershed protects the
waler quality of San Frangisco Bay. Opening creeks not burying them with parking lots
i= tha way to gol

4a, Tha removal of mature, natlve Coast Live Oaks is In conflict with City of Barkalay's
Diak Preservation Ordinance, Oaks are currently treatenad by “Sudden Oak Death”
and you are galng to remove enes that are healthy?

Transporiation/Tratfic
15 a.Up to 120 additiena! parking spaces at G-4 parking lot would obviously cause an
increase in car traffic.

| hope the LENLw sincerely constder an alternative on-site location for Bullding 49--
asome underused or already clearad spaca },

Shaila Andras SnE
1324 Arch St Berkeley, CA 94708 ye
Hed hf [l
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Prlemse: Cusmmider Aliermaiteo s tin LERL Proall inCre i Odes 1o Dl Hew Sie:

Subject: Pleage Consider Alternatives te LENL Praposal to Fillin Creek in Order to Clear New
Site
Drate: Sur, 6 Jul 2003 06-59:01 -0700(FDT)
From: UFFANY BIGGINS <tifiesinsi@yahoc coms
To: JGPhilliberidihl gov

Deal Jelr Enilitder

T Bove Iearped chet Lawrence Sarkeley Laberatowy. 40
the procasy of raafing s-pew budidliog, L= plannlng to
dig. gut 2000 truoklédds of dirc,, slldh then will be
dumped Ao 4 valley, fiiding in It drask. ThHe Sresl
im home o Bany bhirds aod gesr, and fully w=gecated
with Comat Ilwe Osts. -In-shart, 1€ im-a waloable.
mmay=tebl,  The anlmais surely okall suffer ahoadld =ha
Inb go forwacd Lo Cilling in the vallay And ics
errl.ing cresk, Of coucas, when tha eopaysCemm in whiach
w= liye difelfnidhng We hafiass sufTer ad Wil

I woild grestly appréciate your encobraging She lib b6
ps= alberpative-Eoliding Flces-—ppes praviou=ly us=ed
whdel nesd only ke ciganced up daocdos o bukld oy
ralhéY than outtlng dasn a etesp slofs Ln ardes Eo
Brtld., Thers arn pizpr slterrmtives- syl welild babh
eatiEty 'the duxire to bould anpsd e deslres forn fhid
ritzl oreak corTidar bo Tildey to Ehrlss |

THank Yo =z omuch e loakipg late this pilvposal,
Hopdng youtll help o gpegetlats wlpar alierpabivss to
the oorront Ladwr=nce Lab propesdal,

Tiffany M. Higoina
EZE Adama'Hb.
Albmny, TR Q4 THE

Of o ¥ahool? i
SHE Yahoo! DSl = Now caly S2H. 85 por enth)
EEE P Hbis, e . o

Lot IR0 Gas A
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St the Lamaeiee Fetheley Ll Parking Luc Pajoce!

‘Subject; Stop the Lawrence Berkeley Lab Parking Lot Projeet!
Dt Non, 07 Tul iﬂEIE 1754102 04K
From: Kji’mmm@ml.wm
Tot assemblymember haneos ki@sassembhy ci gy, Iwrenn@eetimes com,
mwﬂ}dﬂﬂﬂlmm ﬂﬁlng@q!d.ummy.mﬂ, :wybcwd_wpmr‘mm
TP%«';UE gm-' C‘-‘Ehmk@!hi.gﬂ. JGPhiliiber@ibl gov, G2 swreh ca.gov,
CCt! jumm@ﬂmehmi.mn

To-¥Whom It May Boooorn:

I am seitify tu expredy =i H'ZFI:L!‘].I‘EI‘. o Bl Lbjlrpen g I:!:I:th_'.: Lapts labesi ek A ing
atjr u-]r:l;i']_] lat Frﬂj.:,l_—t, br_"_'lellu:-z F = pd_'l._'E nak :n..L'Lr FEFE ﬁ.ﬂl_'hx vﬂ.’lg}- ‘ECOayEtEm
with adnavation diTey Sab l-r.ilJ ko du-:.'rlg' =t endmmiEy fivss mod rEructuces thas ile
tizaotiv. bananth —he propassd’ pEoject. srea

1 am a Lifmbime Epy fArds resloent, & otudent &t cha fniversity of Falifornds
En.r.l:\lln]r., mod: ‘m ..I:ltﬂ‘r‘ﬂ =t 'LTlE Logsl Snvlrcimental, fus r'.Et‘lEﬁ Bapy Mature. I a8
dneply conosrnsd abalt the fEaglie etology 6F the Say Area and 1EE high
concintratlon of petpls, fbo dre canptantly threstaned by ssTThguakes, flrea, and
Londelidan:  He chodes fo Tipe In chie Bves and we @re avware of the risks associates
with ooz presonce, but o poofecht 3uch 2 fhe LEE=-mdlding project peees -an
uniscegsary  thrais o bodh the scology of the aces and Lte Yeszldants.

Ths 'FI}'I:I-_]H-.,"‘I; m plon o excavakn ]'1’”'.”.‘1 teudklnads of dlirt frem o Billsads La in 1teslf
#-folly tHat shonld not be cepsdhed in ah ares knawn for Tlres and stesp =lifre.
necalss thues two thilmge En Soobinalfon provide o porfest oppartunity fos modeildes.
Trers are Hwn Dhilngs wrong with dusping 3000 € pis shlohds of diset: Ll'l # valley, it
it Wil ‘husy l.nd mutfaaabe o tnelving scoaystam, momething that da fap;ﬂl\r
diapgpparing Sn the urbdn Spradl of the Rav-Arma. Tt s ok Ehak thersid no other
Flace for Llie fab bo dimp tte'dirts bb gimply is nbe H-LLl-m; b5 By sxtrs to clean
up Abs madm,  IT wE Have nbE vor lurnnﬂ Triom tha BU= 0T A T s tha hilla sbove
Highway L3, g:nnn-ea:'g, by -3 miRe, herw it iyt dlursdperring the fills caupes yismal
klight end that iz something chac 'I'Jb& B:artiley ilis naad 05 more pf. In SH0ETIom,
the zimpio vliias of- gaaiody and aravity :L'I.u:l:a..E thar when thete i an unzteble madz
of 'goll on & Fteen Slope, It W1l1itdke veEy 1itile noiscirs to caume Lhe entlre mass
to form = mudsiige. T bhe cresk whiich wiil Be turled does not undeeming the poil
by FtEaif; =-mingls Teany calnconld seuse the mass of s2E1 bo alide dewn the hild
and aover whatwrso Lise behwatn ivs hdmfes, reads, ‘people, =nd husinssses, This =ame
uj.tuat_.m: r|;_|_1_r15 Tt the peeklng lot, wWaich the Lsb has mn:].ims LIr iks repozl Will
e bl Lt 3 T o BBty B J_'.J'.]ﬂ_'l'lan in an earthquahn aod in g deloge. of rain. Lf
the gntu- ].|:|t Babvg wiped-out Lp not soough of o danger, what=ver the Lot lspds on
after It sLifes deun the 1T W] be destrayed, I i3 well Xnoph that che Bay Ates
gealogy Lo plogued by lindsiides, Weswy toifa, and oscthouakes, oo thess 14 @ gova
chuncs of gt laast ong of thHese disssters geourying,  Mowever, this can sll pe
rzgguanleﬂf LT Thy digging out of a mabural landform ool be stoppad.

In '-"-'-W-Lti?nr the Bills on whith the Lan ie bulle is s Ertaapr that céxzacing is
feqpirad!tn erect & bulldsng,. Terracine sdtually iheveasss the dhamoes of tha land
abave the building foraing into apodelides, and =g the boliding itpelf la in dapgar
ot Heing deatroped fr Flooded WIth mom, IE- Exolerespenalbilecand dncpapatent of the
planfiers of thlG project to nttu:pt Ee defy Ene-dava of mature b careying our thils
pro st .

I e hsE ondy For Eho-Sake of Ehe By Aresta petorad epvironment thpt T oamowediving
o spposes the Lahle néw prodedl. feis aloo For the iake & i Bay Kisd sssideEnts
b WAl hare po deal with whotetar ooRssguences the preject lneurs. The peoplé do
Aot yant 2000 trucklesds of dirt in thefc walléve, They dp et want landelldes thas
Ehrastan thedy homest and weys, of Life. | Thed Ha not want thelr hills fo ool coversd
with eny more sStrocturss of sny sser, W8 5o thess o Walioin oue parks-and snjoy
the ooly Ideal pabgprsl Sresi ke bEve. . Elessw |:.=1p us ‘preserve our hllls and
monzyah=ms wndl Sppose the lasrsnce Barkeley Lab®= pew boilding peodest. Hold Lhes

I'nf2 Til 472018 9kt AM
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“Eing ke Lawrned Bediley Lab Paling 1ot Peaijeett

aoctutitibile for bhels pasts dispoanl; Wileh ldaliwes he gall they sxiesor Qo pale
coom tor Eheic buoe i i Ty en joy &4 TEautlTal vaaw ol the sailirs San Freancisdd

gay and mnrrodnding ares ERgt-owsry fgw Easidgnts gel o @njoY. Whyy ChHen, -shiiilid
thoy ont Lo se= bhis wlew |f Lthey ste desbraying the ecdsretane that surround them?
Flesiss belp s pratesd oly Aslarel iegady That we Dpve Worksd g0 fard Lo prepdrys,

Thank Wy

Erizrmr Ven Dam
Jadl Bechy Btroeat

4
Enrkoley, N
CaAT0E

dafd A 0N 2 A
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M. Jeff Philliber

Envirenmenial Planning Coordinator
Lipwrende Berkeley Matinnal Lab
ne Cyclotron Rd, MO 90K

Ref: Office Building 4% and (5-4 Parking lot
Beopimg meeting Comments

Dicar Mr, Philltber,

Please submit the followlng comiments for freview. They should be referenced ti your
seoping meeting of Jume 30, 2003,

1. The ransportation segment must be given o higher paorty. IF Lowrence Berkeley
Mational Lab hoped o be a good neighbor with Berkeley, il must assume some of the
burden for the upkeep of the Citics infrastrocture. This project will cause wear and
tear on our streets. Monies should be set aside to ke care of uny needed repair
expenaes the City may experience,

Pecanse the Eabis located inan insolated arca of Bérkeley. the traffic into and out of

the facility comtributes to the congestion and gridlock doring the commute hoars, The

new perking kot will only ndd to the problemz. Yo hove stited that the project will
not add more employees o the work force. This muy be true, bt it will femp more
ermphyyees o drive to work (sdding mdare cars 1o our strects) beciuse e will be

prrking spaces available,

Instead of building & parking lof, the project should include & program o pet

employees out-of thelr curs and on Lo public mosporation. Commuter check

programs need o be part of the planning and expense of this project. Financial
inceniives must be large enough to make n difference, thus making the nliemote form
of transportation to work more amrmetive than drving alone in an oiomobile.

3. 17 building 49 iz to be builk and parking fecilities are absolutdly required. e building
shisuld include the pirking lotin it — for those who use it Your desire to durip all of
the removed dirtrequired for this project into the: canyon to build the parking lot may
be cconomical, it s the wrong thing 1o do. The Labs |lecation requires you to div barter
things than spail the conyon and perhops couse flooding in the community down
shope fram the Lieb, The movement of trucks through the City strects is not desimble,
but prefemble to flling the cenyon. 1f the Tah muost plan for the cost of doing this and
Tepoiring any domage it may conse,

As 1 trave] around Berkeley, meet and discuss Transportation jssues with netghborbood
activisis, 11 has became very elear. most of the citizens of Berkeley 1o not object to the
Lawrence Berkeley Nationul Lob and L Berkeley expanding. They do bowever object
1o the expanpion when it fenores the effscts of that expansion or modemization an our
SOmmniy.

L
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When the Lab and UC begin to address the problems they e crusing the Cily of
Berkeley and its citizens, they will find s substantial part of the citizens supportine them,
however, hard results are requined.

1 i & member of CENA {Clwremont Elmweod Neighborhood Assecintion), The Board
of Directors kas diseussed the issue of UC Berkeley mid Livwrence National Lab
expansion and/or modemization projects in general. 1 has a standing policy 1o dppose
any chiusges with respect o the physical feilities inless the effects on the neighborhood
and the City"s infrasrecture aré considered in the plan, This neins doing things thal will
truly make an impact by reducing the amount of taffic in Beitkeley,

I am also a member of the City of Berketey’s Transportation Commission. I will disouss
wour project with our A ssistant City Manages for Transportation and possibly ask vou o
make a presemtation o the Trnsportaion Commission. Then have the Transportation
Commission meke o recemmendation (o the Cily Couneil concerming he Building 49 and
thee Gi-4 parkings Jot projec,

_,_\ﬁ'z(ﬁ- '-;Iz;r‘::’f‘;-"_ "1“"'!' P
Dean Metzger

CENA = Preaident
Transporfation Commizsion — hairperson
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Haney Bader & Dick Norgaard
g8 Keth e

Bekeey, Ol o
(7] das-5360
nraderEigeers | aumgasED ot berkeey.edy

July 8, 2003

Jedt Philliber

Environmentul Planning Coordinator

Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, NS HIK
U Cyvelatron Road

Betkeley CA 94720

RE:  Draft Focosed, Tiered Environmental Impact Report
Construction and Dperation of Building 49 and (he G-4 Parking Lot

Dear Mr. Philliber,

W write as lang-fime Berkeley. residents consemed about the wnwise ind unnecsssary destruetion
of the remadning undl:utln]'xd castern hills of Berkélev. It is these hills that give Berkeldyans fefuge
from the urban environmest. just by fooking wp,

We are concermed that the above-referenced project will:

by pouglily 300 (e mose) liear Teet of open oreek with 20000 trueklonds” af dirt,

remove numeteus Copst Live Opks and other imporiant dpanian ve petntion:

whetrugt o Fparien corridor; and

eonstrict a new. parking lot and thereby promote more vehicle use, trmffic, and air pollition.

We urge you to reconsider the boilding site itself!. it contuins 5 grove of Coast Live Caks. and is
extremely steep -- that's why so many mhlmdu of dirt miist be cxoavatod. We sk thist o wirk 1
commtil LBNL to cleni mnd ze- ty

which would make this project uonee - 'Pleass comaider reasonable aJmmmm_ sites,

Thank you for considering our Views and concems,

Sincerely,
g mt% Ee_ Ok !’L?..j
Mgy Rider Dick Norgaard
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Charfes V. Shank
Irector, Lovwrence Berkeley Nationnl Laborafory

Ed Wlie and Calvin Fong
L5 army Corps of Engineers

Berkeley Daily Planct
Contr Cost Times nnil Berkeley Viioe

Homorable Lonl Hancock
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Parkiny ket prnject

Suhject: Parking lol project
Date: Tue, OF Jul 2003 1031:52 6700
From: Gordon Becker <heckerfeoemr org=
To: <JiPhilliberizinl gove

Dear M. Philllber,

I'm writing in regards to the proposed parking lot project-an the LBNL gampus, |
am nat clear if e-mail can be used in the public comment process, so pleass let me
know if | need to send a letter instead.

My comments regarding this project are simply:

[ find it unacceptable for the federal and state governments to be sponsoring a
profect that invalves filling a creek bed. Alternatives lo adding cars Lo the LBNL
campls must be found instead.

Please use the CEQA process Lo identlfy an environmentally superior alternative
to the proposed project, ane fhat does mot invalve the destruttion of 2 precious
watershed feature and its concomitant habitat and aesthetic values.

Thank your for the opporturity to comment on this project.
Gordon Becker

Gordon Becker

Envircnmental Scientist

Center for Ecosystem Management and Restaratian
4235 Piedmont Ave, Oakland, CA 94611

Voice: 510-420-4565

Fax: 510-420-1345

emall: becker@cemar.org

fall TS0 B | AM
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fie Mlort: S0 LRL/UCE PROPOEAL T0 BURY CRERE, OARS, AND WALDLIPE GO ibaR!
Subject: He: Alert: STOPF LBL/UCRE PROPOSAL TO BURY CREEEK, OARS, AND WILDLIFE
CORRIDOR! )
ates Thiy [0 Jal 2003 1254023 0700
From: "Gall Stewan” <daprpailfieanhiink ser> (by way of Beck Cowles)
Tos JGPRilliber@lhl gov, CVShank@Tht gov, TPawellilblgoy
A3 a Berkelbsy citizen I pppofs the £illing In/of the gresl and weiley for 3
packitry ot for Efe pew Bulldise I srge alt=mative boilding aitsz an
miating land: [plll be loapking for all epparkutiltins For mpublic input,
Joil JLeswars
Iafl TRVAIONR Rl AM
B-94 ESA /202210
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LIL pripased proset Jo Stwhimy Canvie
Subject: LBL proposed project in Strawberry Canyon
Date: Fri 1 3o 2003 16:25:26 0700
From: Fujil Laurafepamail g gov
Tz jepiilliberiiihl. ooy
ML =g E
I maw the-mrticls in the Berkelsy Voios regarding the prn:pnan-:l nxpnng L on
prode=k — l& LHL reslly propeslag ce £211 o ocoeek similes te
modntalirtog guinin in bhe sse%? Looks $ike yond ecll]l Saves pour wiork et
G Eop om0
T mmdmi fudbsand dae Strasbarry Cangon fragqiEnely ohd sare Very comoesmed
with atilf adverss aifsgrs bo the Cingen of opsH spac= actmmed bhe LB
fanilitwc
Drpasa send any poblle infarmation yol' Mave on the prépoveed projest ta:
tanra- Fodll and hobees Wilkineon
130 Rlbins Aowe, ]
Berkel=y, TA. B{TOE
Tou can aled e gesm pouyr madling ek for this prodsct, We-wimld iks
to clupsly frack what ig happsping. '
Thanks! ahd good loak,
Leura-fufd )
phones ALE=372=3R5)
a4 13-4 - 4006
furiii. Jaucaiapa -gov
1af | TITSINEL A0 AN
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CHamLe e W, B asd W

[£20 0 aanpaiz]

Tuly 11, 2003

Mr. Weldon Rucker
City Manager

ity of Ber!

2180 Milvia Stroet
Berkeley, CA 24704

Dhmar Wir. Rucker:

Thank you for your July 2" letter regarding the Notice of Preparation for the
Lawrence Berkaley Mational Laboraiory's Environmental Impact Beport (ETR) on
our proposal (o construct a new office building and parking lot.

We have reveived many commenls from Berkeley residenls about this building

and will continue 1o do so through the close of the scoping period on
Tuly 18, These comments will be considered as we prepare the draft EIR. In
addition, there will be a 45-day comment period on the drafl B[R after it 1=
clreulated for public and agency review later this year. Considering the tme
provided for comment, we do not believe il is necessary to extend the comment
period for the Notice of Prepamation.

We understand your interest in this project and we weleome any commenis thal
the Clity has on this or any other Laboratory activilies.

Sincerely,

A 24

Charles V.

e Mayor and City Council

Arrictta Chakos, Chief of Staff

Grace Maguire, Assistant to the City Manager .
Phil Kamlarz, Deputy City Manager/Interim Planning Direcior
Waendy Cosin, Depuly Planning Uireclor
Coorge Reyes, Divisian Director, Fadlities, LENL

Cowtns Deianns Lssieror Srae ey Mefiibie Lasiasltes | Wesieisy, Siirompys Bd ' an

Ton: R ABE-S0 ) Fau! % O.d@6 &F30 j TR YEART T TR T i
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“Daae My, Bk bev,
B e o {*_;c()ff,:::. et
‘-*:ﬂuuuj ﬂ:n,g«}rr\ To LBAL s
ﬁ ™ Jo” & W in 2 {_red pree ot
o ) I th\.l’._ ";i"i-ﬂ__'c.' Y ,:;43',“,-;..&) =5 :','-LF_.E."!]'H‘C'P/
B Il'f} E_.‘.l.i-_.-:‘p. 'I:—n.l..\ ayLe 1L o f_'JIl\U;u"' "]‘E.'
Boiloe a o e |t T PF‘L*J:BE_ Az
Nt o “;;;-_4___, th 5. e l"qr/f:}#r" e
o U SR B g
‘E;\:. -“\Laf‘t.l/
‘jl,u&u JAJF«»%
Jule  Lobous m@e/
2F (L 5
Dalelamal Ca ey
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Clirscern = Prupoiod Laowrence Barieloy Maflemu | {abaratory GOl Padzinge Lk

Snbject: Conecern - Proposed Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory G4 Parking Lot
Date: Sum, 13 Jul 2003 T8:13:57 700
From: "Pai Schwinm®™ <PatSchw fonid sdesppor.com=
To: <assemblymettber kineock @as sembly ca sove, <khligrbswech i pov=,
“gliErh2, swreh e poyc, <JGPhillbergoibl pove, <cfongispl usgee. ormy.mil>
fcwylic@pd.m‘ikm.mmymi]?. <pfriionEberkeleydn lvplaned com=,
=lwrenniifectimes com=, “CV3hnk@iblgov=-
GO < T Powellauibl pove

We are concermned about the recent proposal by Lawrence Berkeley National Laboralory
(LBNL) to create the G-4 parking lot hy eomiplétely filling in o beautiful wildlife corridor
valley with live oaks and an active creck with 2000 truckloads of carth from the
excavation of ancther site: The proposal for this vanance 15 part of an ofd long-range
building plan, ot the curtent plon that {5 underway, There are, some LBNL employees
sugeest, other gites that eould be usad for the office butlding--if they can be cleaned up,
Hpwever, it is possible that they may be so contaminated that it would besafer to let them
decay in place mather than remove them. We think any proposil from LBNL should
consider the whole range of planned construction. It should also evaluate the impact on
wildlife m the cortidor and establish whether 1t is safe o contmue construction on this site
in o landslide area with himited aceess near an earthquake fault,

We wounld appreciate your support of mvestigation into altemative solutions,

Put and Gregge Schwinn

T101 Hemiock Streel Oakland, CA 94611

Work 510:339-2664

Home 510-339-2666

| &1 WIEF0AY Gaid AN

LBNL Building 49 Draft EIR B-99 ESA / 202210



BUILDING 49 EIR

APPENDIX B

A ponzom

Swhject: A concers
Datee; Mon, 14 Tol 2003 22:00:00 -0700)
From: "iKimn Stipp"™ <kiansippiicomonst.nei>
To: <khlfirb? swich.cngove, <ijli@rbZ swich cagove, <JGPhilliber@ bl govs=,
<0 VShanki@libl gov=, <TPawellEhl oy, =swylicdispd usace mmy.mil=,
<efonpispd. usace srmy.mil=, <opimion@berkelevdaliyplinet.con=
<hwrennglociimes. com=, <assemblymember hancockimussombly o gov=

| resently tecieved fo el frem A friend of my father's asking for help to spraad the word sbaul 3 serzusly
deslruchve project Hes lethor is aftached and spaaks besl forilsel!. Fam nod the one wiho wrote ihis, ThavenT svan
b aibee dn eray thie thnestenad ares. | Bm & student hera in Berketay and this bothers me (hat first cur nation
can't auppart iteelf inencially for easons tob disgusting fo mention n s small, then the prdeallend inlies un bo @&
wiar e dicn't ask for with meney we don'l have using infermation fhat wis B8 and now of all things a croek 1y
fpvar hesn 1o 1s gnlng to et filled usmg IEMDEI'}"EIF'B mranay ® | mean saricusly | Hinkwe 8l have mors imporiant
ihin to de like alp (he presdent Stei? ne nexd election and adicating eurselves independently. Wihy on earin &
it ingieal thet we waste an ooosystarm, (o bulld o bulldng so 5 yearm Gown (e e we oan have really weall informed
seinrdists St Wil wand o help he erviyonment but wa can't even save a creek nght et to LSL. Gome together
paopiE, Now 5 the Hme lo be hatest fo oursalves and olfers and protect oir ratiral resowces, DossnT snylody
realize et not Lo kong a0 e Wers just 5 hunch of chipenzaes harging out in the trees and now becauss we have
EppRaas thumos. I biacks with pain aad oil we ron ihe ecosyetem? That's right, we do 5o let us detend the
righits of aher liteand-slop talng so sslfsh. Give a litke respeat to the piznol that birthed us. Shi knows ruch
mzs ihan wesver will wite down ngpad of peesr made out of frees and chlonna,

Kign Stipp
18 yeers old, CHSPE gradusio and comemimily. tollege shedent and concemed American

If | &8 care so oan yod

ford 1 IF0T A0 Ak
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Koo il Crpekc

Subject: Keep Cafeteria Creek
Date: Mon, 14 Jud 2003 211973 0700 {FI‘JT}I
FFrom: Bebecen Sution -ﬁbql{‘li.haeel poime
T I Phifliberdaibl gov _
CC; OVShankaliblgoy, " =1 Towell@iblgov=, " <khltmrh2 swrch ca.gov.
Mt awreh o, govee, ™ <owylieiE@spd nanoe armiyomits,
" egfonginspd osace- s mil=, " <assemblymemberhoneockEasscmbly cogove

P Whom 2 Hapy Sdoeetnt

fg=a Beckeley cibtizen angd Eyser @f LBML factfllides, ['musy obhjoor to
eecaht plans fo didpoaeof sonatroebian 1431 by Filling Lliy TERLYs
Bpfetori= Treek, Dapkeley lost gosk of Lis oeeeks Lo constedskElen
culwverts befors 1800; Creakn Whilch Bave sureived this enginsaring srs
preciobe reservocen’ for native plante, crusial febliat for natlve snimsis;
and provide essantisd shevides—such ap water dniiltration-and
porificatien. Cafetesis Ceddl Lo a valuabls #cologios]l vesouros, snd
dustrodding i+ te Budld a parking stddrters is simply wnoobhsoionabls

Tha=lk yon' | For e Eima,
Elvssra i,
Aepoucd SELian

1508 Aroh Bt
Bevrlslay, CH  HI0E

| ol AN 9120 AN
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Kubject: hnl outrage
Date: Mon, 14 Jul 2003 10:03:43 0700 (FIYT)
From: jane eiseley <jeiscleyZiavatoo.cam=
nfectimes.com

To: lwren

i 4 mﬂbmmhmtwmmb@mmtﬁyw

Jaly T4, d003
bear Bhrkeley Yolcs,

T-moved Ep. Deckelsy /s year aod s halt ego and Have
bean Happy here, espeglally becaiss of the bbsanclful
naturat nnti—.d.nq. Tillye at ﬂLthul.}m.x:r Oraak Lodge;
whizsh e = |:r_+.1'qr.= aenior houetng F-'m iecT npess
University Aeemin. One=-of Ghe et tdes- Wl =i m5kes
liwing in's =amdll stodio agacbment sdes than Lolsrsble
Is ‘Etravbsrry Cresk, GHich floWy dlong Lhe resr
bBogndary of our-prefeciy.’ DOr rear garden i o
fregnure, With Lecge fireds &0 the sound of Clowing
witer. Hesstble wehivs had g Wondsctul meatorstion
#F the cres=k battk hapdtat, fsdtiiring naclive shrdbis and,
plantss A gariety o blrds dnbmbit the thicksts' along
the cromk Sl ops day I Zaw & beoon ﬁy-u'ln =T ooT
Pulldinge: A fen yards diwm=trean ia the Cley of
Berlelay's Brirawharry Cr=ek park. Hars tlie ormak
cantinues oo be dayiighted and proavides @ nabural
Fmatura In) 'z volpables regposciooe]l spos, with =
fopthrldge pyar the craak and Tacilltiss for paonics.

e, Blas; ﬂ‘.ﬁra_.:nrl al=g pm:‘h_lm wikh fhe coaek,

e Id wetaf guailty.  The water i nob pafe; evan for
pimtm, dnd W do noboknod what nnthafcnu may b= flowcdng
pant war gargan: from Ln:k.u:g peiyer Line= and tha
Tniwerslty Campis gpetraam,

= patantizlly mors dranaric dehger ¥rem theidresk 3=
poned By Thes winter ralns,  The crssl Tlows chrough i
pulwert which enda ar ths upstroean and of oir gardan.

Sazsinns of the dulvsst. bullt & eentary-age of
fon~reintoroed aunerete, hewe slrsady eollapesd:  To
alr ege%, This  cilvert pasdes. ufdar seversl DOUEDE.
and gEilE furbher upeTEeam, Strawkarry Ccssk Ziows
utdsrgreund bahing Lhe Clyle Centar. Woen the zoing
comg, e faar ERSR chis mdy B othe yeas When the fiscd
waterd Will undsrout the Banlk abd causs 4 oollsnse,
#lther of the snd of Neith Walley iuﬂﬂh o ‘porhiEps
ofE of THE housss thob wste DUl owvar E-!I-E- aresk e
plir esab. Thae Oty of Shckefey b4 thus: far svobdad
reapomnl Lty forieepalsing the culésy Mhils tHe
neighDoos and chels Lnuurers contiaos fo sees =
salution.

1f LENL T4 =11 pked o pavi o valley shich le pasl el
Htrawbnrry Cremk's dfainags, 4nd cemove trses and
CHrTE AWay £ h_;_]_]_,a.._dl Xl e thHe sk, what wiil
Huppen wWhsf the roing come?. hameerd LK water Ehat
woauld haes Bean feld by tbe pait 4h the FEllay 3od, bhe
treew o thic hlLlstde will Ngst e dewn Lheo Herhslay,
nastening the collapss of tke qmivect, despening the
=resi Bad, #d Ll.nl:lnrnu"l:‘ng the uebsh IRfrsstrudtire
glanig lua cpurss, Znd the water Will be bardsmed With
more dirt snpd |m.u:== contaEminants, 'uH-L'hn £% a thy=at =
humane, ahimels end birds.

1of2 TSR0 B A%
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Iben ] etloermiges

It g brondo ThAT &C Che sams Tige Thab olUimnsns of

Ber ketay fave Eaer] argenizing- to Inorowve ant raBETerg

Lhe creaks that flow throogi the ity CEHL Was Been

plannlag o Literglly wash oul thess sifnrts by

deEnroving & pari of the deainmgs Padin upatrsam.

Sl iy,

lane Rimalmy

ARG Addi=on -Stress

Barkelny B3T02

510 548 Do=q

5z -y Amho 5]

980 Yahoo!| ODEL = Rgd arly 220,95 pan month?

Rttt i) aber. wah e | oo
Zofi2 TINEENAD N AT AN
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Sang the proposdl do ity creek, ouki, eml wilidlile ol
Subject: Stop the proposal to bury creck, onks, and wildlife corridor
Trage: Mon, 14 Jul 2003 001:27:20 EDT
From: KathrynSawyerd @ aol com
To: kit swrchod gov, e swichcegov, assemblymember. hancock s sembly ci gov,

apiniondiibarkeleydnilyplinet.com, CVShumk@hlgoy, TPowelliEiblgoy,

JGPhillibenfibl gov, cwyliclispd t=are armyomil, sfongi@spd wsnce imy. mil,

I rimnieimes oot
Desi Sirs and Madans-
| am cosscasned about the recent proposal by Lawiencs Liverrnoee Nationa! Laboratory (LBMNL) lo'create & parking
fal by eernpietaly Nlima iy a baavitiful wikdidfe comdor yelay with |ve askis and an scliva ersak with 2000 fruckloads
of marth from fhe excavalion of another site. The propasal for this varianse: i part of an old long-ranga builsing
pan, not the cument pian that s underway. Thers are.soma LENL employass suggest, other ailes that could be
usad for the office building=Il ihey can b deaned ug, Hawever, || possitle et they moy be so contaminated
jhet it would be safer io let them decay in place mathaer than mmowe them. | ihink oy propesal from LBML sheuld
carslor the whols rapge of plenned conatrudlion, | should also evelusta the impacton wild|ife in e carridor and
ealabiish whethar & i sofo o confinus conntruction on bis site in o landstide anoa with frmiled sccess nedr an
arirguahe fHUL
Tharsk you for yeur considesation.
Shnperely,
Halhy Sawyer
G849 Riggewooad Or.
Cakland, CA 84611

I'afl WIRI20RTY Bk AN
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Subject:
Date: Wed, 16 Jul 2003 15:28:30 4700
From: "quercus ** =" <guercpsd Uigihotmail com=
To: jephilliber@E@ibl gov, ovshunk@iblgov, tpowellEhLgoy, khilfrh2 swrehcipov,
filigired swrch.ea.gov, ewylhisiEapd urace syl opinionizberkelevdailyplanet.com,
Iwrenniectimes com, asscmblymember huncock@assembly, oo gov

Tuly 13, 2003
JedT Philliber
Enviromuental Planning Coordimator
Lawrenee Berkeley Nationdl Laharatory, MS K
Ome Cyelotmon Road
Berleeley. Califommia 54720

<l lmamespice prefix =ons="umhanas-microsoft-com; oifice office” =

Re: Commenizon Notce of Preparation, ‘i

R enrtConEmton and Codmtioi GfBuildig 40 abd the G4 Paking Lit

Dear Mr. Philliber

Wi ore wriling 1o expressour strong appesition o the proposed project that will result indhe filling ofa
portian of Cafaterin Creek, 4 trhutary of Seawberny Creck. Filling of oresks (0 mumimize construction
costs and buikiing parking lots in creeks aro completely snmeceplable o the voar 2003, The City of
Berkaley hns a cresk protection ordinonee that is mtended to protect the erecks in the City of Berkeley,
Even if ot boond legatly by the ondinnee, we oxpect that the Uiniversity-of Califomia would want 1o be
a respectful “resident™ of the gty by complying with the letter md spint of the ereck ordmance. We are
dismayed that the University woulid even conceiveof such o project

Wi strongly encourage Lawrence Berkeley Mational Laborgtory (LBNL) tooselect an allemativee that does
not rvelve fhe destruction of a killside and & oreck. Olher sites/zxisting butldings within LENL. on the
UE Bénkelay campis, orin the ety of Berkeley miy be more easily teed (und will be less
envirommentally destructive) for the additional office space identified s needed by LBNL. Your
proposal does not present any mese compelling ratonate for the proposed project than cost and
convenience  Such arguments are no longer an adequate basis for the destruction of natuse] haobitat
sreas, The heod-to dispose of 26,000 cubie yards ofhillside in the cheimest, stsicst way = 1o Jomgor
adequale matiomale for Glling wotlands.

Please rothink vour proposil ind sbandon the preferred eliermative. Yoiir propasal is niot the lesst
environmeitully dumpging dhemative md flics m the face of the Califormia Envienmenial Cuality Acs
(CEQA). We hope you wifl Tethink fhis project and ¢hoese an enviconmentally acceplable aliemative.

Simocrely,

1l Trineina-a; 13 B
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Strawbersy Creck Al nity Group

Fran Berges fane Biséley
Wi Falk lanz Kelly

Tom Kelly {*hristopher Kroll
Bob Marsh Patti Warsh

Fran Rachel Eriz Roberts

Carol Thornicm Chrrstine Wller

Co. Chares V) Shunk/Director LBNE

Chimoellor Robert Berdahl

Senator Bon Parats

Aﬂaﬂhl:nnurnh:f Lonl Hubeock

Keeith Lachion/Tma Low/& E-RWOCR

Ed Wyle/Calvin Fong U5 Army Corps of Engineers
Mavor Tom Batea/City Council

Borkeley Daily Plaset

Contrn Coste Teimes

Berkeley Voice

MSM H with e-mnil vimes protegtion service: 2 months FREE®

anfl TR 4| 2
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Subject: LBNL Destruction of Strawberry Canyon with teo much building.
Date: Mon, 14 Jul 2003 23:46.15 0700 (POT)
From: Stephanie Manning <sfbavshellmoundsizyahoo.com=>
To: TPowell@lbl.gov

Diear Mr. Powell,

Please fight to save Strawherry Canyon from the planned overuse of this magnificent canyon by the
Umversity und LBNL. As longtime residents of Berkeley, we have many times gone for walks m the
Berkeley Hills and enjoved the riparian atmosphere of that whols region. It would be 2 shame to see it
lost. Also, the destruction of habitat for the abundant wildlife in the creek area would be unforgiveahle,

Please do whatever you can o save this beautiful resource.

Stephanie Manning

emnail: stbavshellmoundsi@vahoo.com
ph#{310)841-8562

address: 2107 Fifth Street, Berkeley, CA 94710

— —

Do yvou Yahoo!?
SBC Yahoo! DSL - Now anly $2%.95 per month!

Commumty Eelstions (ffcer
Lawrence Berkeley Nadonal Laboratory
Cma Cyelotinn Bd, MS 65A0101, Berkeley, CA 94720 tel: 510-486-4387 E

[
|
| Therese Powzll <TPowell@ibloovs l
|
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Chrmnk tarbe buted by B Ll prafect
Subjeet: Creek to be buried by boilding project
Dt Tue: 15 Tod 2003 15:32.07 EDT
From: "bewrmanl ™ =howmaniisinm'niailsietion com=
To: JGPhiTlibenailhl gov
We wilts to abject Lo the Frmisct bl planned by UCUR. and IswrsEnes Beslie iy
Hationdl Lok, besding to the dispomel of purplis scil Eram s building.sits to bury a
headintes of E.:;a_u&‘_u-_r:? Fesk. The _rl'; apnotn should b mde to ceslizs Chn u:'u:h:rmiL!,'
af thir propozal and the atlmoedlity and ssverse reslstsnce it will mest by oltliesens
8i} omer tha Ray Arex. Fleape di whiat you caf (o HpUslsh SERUR, ST. Johnts
spimpgpal  Jehacoh, Qagland, On BdELl,  Mepksry prssdn st om osabing T oang T
Briwmar, B oane B Dewviddsi; B Morap © b DaLEuer, cRy Maching O Loopos, M-o-Nilmon
lof i TR NI AT AM
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Suabjeci:
Prate: Wed, 16 Jul 2003 .1 5: 2830 0700
From: "gueicus *=* " <guemas 08 ot Leome
To: jpphilliber b gov, evshunk @ himey, tpowal e Loy, kkhl @bl swrohicn gov,
1 E B, swre b goy, owylie @ spd esace aemy.mil, apimion @ berkeleydail vplunat com,
[ renn Eectimes com, u's:nﬁﬂymb:r.hmruckﬂ assembly oo goy

July 15, 2003
Jelf Phillibet
Environmentil Plihming Coordinior
Lawrence Berketey Mational Labomtory, M3 1K
Ome Cyclotron Road
Berkeloy, Calitormia 94720
=?zmlimmespoce prefis = o s = "nenische mus-mic oo f-co miffieeoffice” /5

He: Comments on Moticz of P
_MMMMMMMMMM

Dy M. Phiid iber:

Wi e weiling 1o CX[ISss our sIToRg opposiiien to (e proposed progect it will result i othe lling of a
portion of Cafetena Creek, g tibutary of Strewherry Creek. Filling of oresks fo minimize construction
s nd B ding parking lots in aroeks are completely unuﬂcchu.b]c in the year 2008, The City of
Berkeley hasa oreck protection ordimunee that 15 fndended 1o-protect He crecks tn the City of Beikoley.
Even if nit honnd legally by the ordinence, we expeel that the Undversitg of Califmie woukl want o be s
respectiul "resident” ol the ety by complying with the lettor and sgigit of the ereek ardinance. We are
ismmyed that e Cnnversity wotild even congejve of mich a poxject

W strongly enconrige Liwrence Berkeley National Labomitory (LBNL] 10 select @ alternative that dioes
not invedve the destrucsion of a hillside dnd 4 creek. Chher shes/existing buildings within LENL, on the
UC Berkeley campus, or in the city of Berkeloy sy be mibre easily tsed (and will b fess envirommentully
destractived for the scddiional office space identilied 1s needed by LENL Tour proposal dogs sl present
any miore compeliing rationale for the propesed project than cost und conveniense,  Suoh argurments ire
ni Innger un sdequate Basts for the destruction of nitural abitar sress, The need to dispose of 26,006
eubije vurds of hilside do the choapest, easisst way s no fonger ddequate tionade for filling wetlinds,

Fieage rethink your praposal and abandon the preferred aliernave. Your proposal is aof the least
cnvironmentally damazing alemative und flies in the fice of the Califomia Environmental Qualicy At
(CEQA). Wi hope you will rethink this projece and ehoose un environmentully acceptable ltérralive,

Kincerely,

Ik TR 4EFS AM
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Strawbersy Creek Affiniy Group

Friin Borpa Jani Egseley
Mima Falk June Kelly

Tom Belly Christopher Kioll
B Marsh Patei arsh

Frun Rachel Eri: Ralwerts
Cary] Thornion Christing Waller

Cor Charles W, Shank/Director LENL

Chonesl oy Rolbert Beedahl

Senmtor Don Pepam

Amzemblymember Lot Hancosk

Ketth LichtenTina LowdS F RWOCH

Ed Wylie/Calvin Fong/LLS. Army Corps ol Enganeers
Mivyor Tony BatesCity Caunel

Berkeley Dally Planet

Clontrp Costa Times

Herkeley Voce

MEN S with el vings praleetonservice: 2 months FREE®

2apd TR0 1055 AM
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T - - o ¢ .

Subject: LRL/UCE proposal 1o bury Cafeleria Creek and valley

Date: Wed, 16 Tul 2003 16:51:28 0700

Fromg “barbara beth” <bab 2 123 @ hotmail.comes

Tont TGPhilliber @b gy
Tn: Jeff Phlllibsr, Emfiraomaental Plamming Coocdinntor
i.r_xm'un:- Berkalay N'_n'::.nn.n.l Laboratory |

I A appalled at the very ides of burying Cafeteria Creek and icm vdlledy
faf any constretlen preject and-dssteoying parl of & hidl, FPeople heve done
angugh dampge to the enwvironoent spd have deftcoyed moak of  £he l,::m:_}m T
the Pay Aron- Whnoo in tTgiu: irmagity-going bo sfop. Ther= Sce mlisrmsiises
gitea. Hleass bry cleaning up albés slresdy ueed for bulldivgs and 'use that
for yoer profject thetead of conktdlbielog to the furiher dsstryctloh af
patural ppen spaces whers . oblied apecies Tdws
Thank yoo.
Barbarm Satk
The oow MEN B advarrsdd junk mall profection and 1 sapths PREE®
httprd F fodnomen  cond Fpe e est ures ) | oalmai 1

Lafl T 1H55 AM
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éfB EAST HAY
MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT

July 16,2003

JefT Philliber

Environmental Planning Group
Lawrence Berkeley Wational Laboratory
Chne Cvelotron Road, M3 90K
Rerkeley, CA 54720

Dear Mr. Philliber:

Re:  Moticeof Preparition = Drafl Fetused. Tiered Environmental Impact Repon
Construction and Operation of Building 49 & G- Parking Lot

The Eagt Bay Municipal Thility Thatnet (EBMUD ) appreciaics this opporfunity o
‘eommmignt on the Motice of Preparition {HOF} ol the Drafl Focused, Tiered
Environmental Impact Eeport (EIR ) for the Construction aml Operstion of Bumlding 498
Ci=d Parking Lot EBMUD has the following enmmentzs.

WATER SERVICE

The Lawrenoe Berkeley Mational Laboratery (LBNL) sile aves is served by EBMUD's
Shastn Pressure Zone (PZ), that provides water saevice to customers within an elevation
rumpe of 900 to 1050 fret, ond the Berkeley View PZ thal provides walet service 1o
customers within an elevanon tange of 1,050 o 1,250 feel. The LBNL site receives its
witter supply vin i | 2-ineh mieter in Campas Dnve in the Shasta PZ and via 4 6-inch
meler in Summit Road from the Berkeley View PZ. Tn addition, Department of Enerzy
{DOE), which ownsthe facilines and structures that comprise LBNL: also owns und
maintains (wo 200 000-gallon storage wnky onsite for emergency sepply in the esvent of
mterruption of EBMUD s service. A third 200,000-gallon emeriency lank is currently
undder constriiotion, The existing distnbulion sysiem supplies water for all lehorntory
sy and hiss sulficient cipacily o meed the How mte mwd duration requiremens {or both
daily uze and fire profection.

The propesed prajeet provides office space for staff whio already work af the LBNL undér
over-growided conditions. Mo new emplovees wonld be added to LBNL s population as 5
regult of the project. thus it woeuld ol cadse & significant impact fo the two existing
EBMUD PZ= that provide the orea with its seurce water. Should thero bea need for
ackditional witer service, the project sponsor should contact EBMLUID's New Bhsiness.
Office ancd request o wister service éstimte o delermine costs and conditions for
providing water service to the proposed development,

APF ELEVENR ATREEY , AKLANE , G4 SLEUAEND |, Sl g
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M. Jeff Philliber
Juby 16, 20613
Page 2

WASTEWATER

ERMUD' s Main Wastewuter Trentment Plant is unticippied 1o hove wloguate dry wieather
cupaeity tis treat the proposcd wastewater flow from this project, providail this
wastewater meets the standards of EBMUDs Source Control Pivision. Howeyer, the
City of Berkeley's and City of Daklanel's Tnfiliration/Inflow (/1) Correetion Progrm set
a maximum allowsable peak wastewater flow from cach subhasin within each City and
EBMUD agreed 1o desien ond construct wet weather gonvevance and treatment facilities
o aeeommiodate these flows. EBMUD pmohibits discharge of wastewnter flows above
the allocated pesk Dow for o subbasin becrnse conveynnce and treatmeit capueity for wet
wiither Dows muy be adversely impacted by Tows above this sgreed Bt The
developer Tor this project pecds 10 confirm with the City of Berkeloy and the City of
Cakland’s Publie Works Depariments that there ts available capacity within each
subbasin's Aow allocation and that it hag nol been allocited 10 other developments, The
projected peak wet weather wostewater Hows from this project need 1 be determined 16
assess the available capacity within the subbasins and confirmation melnded in the ETR.
Sugpested Tansuage to meldean e ETR s as fallows: "The City of Berkeley Publi
Waorks Departioent has conlrmed that there is available wastewater capacity within
Subbasin (imsert sebbasin smber heee) for this praject, In sddition, the City of Culland
Public Warks Drepartment has confirmed thit there is avoilable wastowater copacity
within Subbnsin Gevers sedebasin b heve) for this project

In generil, the project should wddress the replscoment or rehoabiitation of the existing
sanitary sewer eallection systems to prevent an mereasa in [/l Pleass inchude a provizion
Lo compten] o reduee the amount of U1 the enyironmental docamentation for this project,
The main concern 15 the merease i total wet weather Hews, which could hnve an adverse
impact if the flows are. greater than the maximom allowable fows from (hese subbagsing

WATER RECYCTULING

“Alihough the propesed project 18 nol located within the serviee aren boundury of

EBMUDY s planncd Bast Bayshore Recyeled Water Project, the TRNL aren 1= 4 potential
site for EBMUD s Sateilite Reoyoled Water Treatment Project. EBMUD is currentiy
evaulnting the feasibility of providing recyeled water o sites through satellite or packiage
recyoled witter treatmen) plants, EBMUD siafl will cantact the LENL reganding
EBRMUTD s Satellite Recyeled Water Treatment Project.

WATER CONSERYATION

Prue 1o EBMUDs limitesd water supply, all customers should plan for shartages i1 time
of drought,. To belp mitignte the impacts af additionsl water demands on EBMUD 2
finite waker supply, EBMUD strongly recommends that watcr conservation measures for
boih internal and external usa he Ineotparatad in the design and construction of the-
proposed projoct. The District ancourages the usa of squipmont, devices, and
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e Jeff Philliber
July 16,3003
Pagp:3

mnlhodntpg:,.' thiat Furshers witer conservation and provides for lone-tem efficient water
s EEMUD recommends the use of dronght resistant plants, use of inéert materials; and
minimil wse of turf areas,  EEMUEY also atfers Lindscape plan review for new apphcints.

The LENL shoutd alse comply with Assembly Bill 325, Staewide Model Water Elficient
Lurudzeppe Ordinance (Thvision 2, Title 21, Califormia Code of Regulunons, Chapter 2.7,
Sections 490-4595). EBMUD stafl would appreciate the opportunity to meel with LEML safl
nndl review witeT eonservation programs and best management prachioes applicable to the
prajest area. A key objective of this discutsion will be to axplore Himely appartonities o
expand conservation via early beteficial use of EBMLUTDYS conservition rebate program,

If vou have dnv questions, please contact Mare Valmaores, Senior Civil Engmeer, Water
Service Planming al (310) 287-1084,

Sinceroly,

ok G

WILLIAM K. KIRKPATRICK
Mimager of Water Distribution Plunning

WHREDAH
3603 213 dov
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Ivir, Jeif Philliber
Environmental Flanning Coordinater
Lawrence Berkeley Nations! Laboratory, M5 90K

Berkeley CA 94720

Desir Mr. Philliher:

The City of Barkeley has recefved the Notles of Preparution (WOP) for the Fooused, Tiered EIR for the
Building &% apd O-4 Parking Lot Project st the Lawrence Berkeloy Mutional Latoratory (LENL), The
City of Beskeley appreciates the opportunity to review the material and to provide comment oz {ssues

that should be addressed in the EIR.

The NOP indicates that LENL has 2 new G-story, 65,000 square foot affice bullding to be
located on the westem side of the aite, within the Berkealey ciry limits, According e the project
descriplion in the NOP, the space will be used as office space far up to 240 employees curmrently in
ovarcrowded sonditlons, sans new to the site. The proposed parding [0t {s nonted in o different partion
of the aite, and {s proponed to mange in size from 31,000 square feet (95 parking stalls) to 29,000 square
feet {120 parking sinlls). The NGP indicated that the parding lot sits would re-use the soll remeved for
the conatruction of the new bullding,

The City of Berkeley has reviewed the NOP snd has questions soncerning potential environmantal
fmpucts that may not be adequately addressed a3 curvently proposed for eveluation in the BIR. First, the
MOP indicaies that the proponed office building will not inereage the populution st TENT, thur thers will
be oo substential increase in traffic o8 8 resolt, and that the traffic and waffic putiemns would remsin
generally unchanged. However, the Notlcs alao states thet the paridng 1ot would provide on-elte paridng
for current employess who carrently park in remote sites and use the shubtie 19 get to work, Thase
pidditienal trips wonld change the trafflc and traffie patterns, and the fmpact of these additonal trips
acods to be furthes svaluated in the EIR. Further, the EIR should provide s mora detailed annlysis of the
need for mere pecking af the LENL die, including the pumber of parking spaces, mmmber of empioyess,
and details about the current efforts a1 transportation demand mensgement and the promotion of
altarnatives to the single-oasnpant vehicls,

2000 Nk o, Bodnley, CA S4THE  TWlSI0590. 000 TED: SLOGAPABYY P 500,00 1-TOSH
Breuts rorpen@e L batinley saud
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LENL Notiee of Preparation DRAFT
July 16, 2003

Page two

ok

Seaond, 1o provide an adequate analysts, the HIH should fully evaluste the proposed bullding as & new
comguction project, with all potentlal impacts evaluated fully, To say that there will be no new
employees in the bullding does not necesaardly adeguately describe the fitture of 8 oow sia-story
truilding, tha 18 of which aould change es Hme passes, A full analysis is required,

Third, the BIR. should provide a full end detailed analysls of the environmenia! irspacts of the proposed
filling of the cpeeks, me well a e evaluntion of other altematives 1o Slling in the croek, Al pdiiressed
ahouid be the reguirements of the City's policles soncsming the removil of [ive Ok trees

Fourth, tha City of Berkaley is concemed tha: LBNL s progosing to tier off the Environmentsl Review
prepred for the 1987 Long Range Development Plan, both because the informarion and data is quite
dated af this poict, snd also becauss LBNL is planning a new, updated Long Range Development Flan in
the vary near fatuee. This decision seeene i1l sdvised, and the City recommanda that the project, md the
EIR, be daferred until the new Lang Renge Development Plan is completed.

Thank you agein for the oppormnity t comment on the Notice of Prepuretion, and staff from the
Plamming Department will be happy in discusy these issoes with you further, should you desire this,

Sincerely,

Walden Rusless
City Managsr

Co:  Homorsble Mavor and Members of the City Counell

Phil Knmlar, Deputy Clty ManagerTotesim Plimming Director
Wendy Cosm, Deéputy Plenning Disecior

180 Milia Btroes. Biiley, 8 04104 TeES100017000 TODN SLOSSHGRN  Fuu SLO.9EL080
Benail: manageni=l hertaly 21 m
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Law Offices of
THOMAS N. LIPPE

329 Brian Stroel Telephone: 415-T77-30{0
Suite 30 Ficsimile: 415-7T77-98(¢
San Francisgo, CA S4107 emuil: mwerali@aol com

July b6, 2003

b and

Overnight Mail Belivery

Jeff Phlliber

Envlrontieniul Plaming Coordinatar

Lewrence Berkeley National Laboratory, M5 90K
Cme Cyclotron Rood

Berkeley, Califormia 94720

Re:  Comments on Notice of Preparation, Braft Foeused, Ticred Environmental
Impiet Report re Construction mmd Operation of Building 49 and G4
Parking Lot '

Déar Mr, Philliber:

| i wrating on hebalfof the Urben Crecks Cowneil, Center for Biologicnl Diversity, Friends
of Steawherry Ureek and ereek aidvoonies of Live Oak Codomices Creek Neiohbarhood Association
(eollective|y seferrad o heroin a5 “Friends of Creeks”) 1o provide comments on the Lswrenoe
Berkeley Motiona] Laberatory’s (LBNE“Notce of Prepasation, Dwafi Fecused, Tiered
Environments] Impact Repart ¢ FIRT) o the Constmsetiom and Operition of Building 4% and G-4
Parking Lot (the “Project.”)

L INTRODUCTION

Frivinids of Creeis songly ohjects 1o this Project, which propeses to construet b parking ot
pver aereek and agsociated riparom and framsitionad habiiat fusesouth of Buildmg TOA om the LBNL
site (the creck and asseciated riparion vegotation will be hereinafier referred (o as “Cafoleria
Cresk.)' The Projeet proposes (o construct the G-4 parking lot over Cafeleria Creek i order 1o
dispose of & minimum of 26,000 cubie vards of soil® thal will be apparently produced by the
construction of Building 49 The Notice does nol formally scknowledge that [t s proposing te Al

IThie Notice docs niot name the creck(s) (kat will be Glled e Themame Cafeera Creck 15 based on
the information provided that the Creek runs below and can be vigwed from the LENL cafoleria

*For purposcs of this Comment, Friends of Creeks will assume the Project as propasad will wse
approximately 26,000 cubic yerds of soil, Friends of Creeks notes thut the Project as described
provides no assessment ol the impacts of speenlutive addilional development beyond this amount.
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inn & croek with regular flow of water for b subsbtinl porion of the vesr. Instead the Notiee simply
tefers to this ares o8t small “drainages™

This Projeet 5 o retrogads action haking back o the dava whon developiment paved over
wellands h the name of progress,  Thankfully, in recognition ol the numerous sesibelic and
environmeninl bemotits provided bymiparian arcas, oursocicty no longer SHows the allemtion of these
sensitive habitats merely because it 15 convenient do so, By way of comparison, this Project would
be blatantly iflegal under the local Berkeley Municipul Cotle§ 17.08 050, which prohibits the il or
construction within 30 feet of & riparian ared. Here: siwe convenisnce appears 1o be the prime
mothvating feetor for this-Project, LENL should reconsider its approach.

LBNL should alsa consider that the Project as presently proposed ultimately stands littls
chanee of heing approved by cither the Army Carps aof Engineess or the Repianal Wister Cudality
Control Board, These spenciies will nol [ssue i permit to 611 In 2 riparian wrea inless the project
applicant can establish that there is ne pricicable allemative o the proposed dischasge. 40 CFR §

230,100y Where the Project proposss a non-water dependent use (a5.1n this caso} practicahle

altematives Yare presmmed 1o be avidlable, snless ¢ leardy demonsirated otherwive.™ 40 CFR §
23 1aN2)  Since LBNL will eventuslly be umable Lo oblam the reguisile permits o these
agencics, Friends of Creeks belioves it would be o batter use of thxpayer money to develop an
siltermutive to dispose of =oil G (hit will comphe with applicable Taw and nol have unnecessasy,
adverse impacts on Cafeteria Croske

Finally. the Wotice of Preparation (“Netice™) for the Projecl. if proposed today in the form
ol u Craft TR, would vielate CEQUA In @ number of ways and thus shoold be reconsidered by LENL
prior fo the preparation of Turther CEQA documenss.

First, the Notice doss not provide an accurite project deserption since it faiks 1w point oot
the extent of the nparian vegetated habitat thit will be elimmated, The Notice also fails to describe
in adequute detall LBNL's desre to inorease parking capacity and, m addition, sneomectly
cheraclerizes the proposed parking [o1 a8 consistent with the Lal's Loy Ranpe Developmont Plan

EIR ("LRIP-EIR™) when in facl, us discussed below, the destruction of rparian hobitat. 1o this.

g in order (0 Incresse parkmg eapacity and vihiele trips fo thie lab i directly contoiry [ 4
numiber of principlés set forth in LANL s long range plan.

Second, (he Notice does 1ol provdide an sccurte eovironmental setiing, sinee i desgribes
Cafzteria Creek es a Pamall drainage™ mther then & ripanan aren with substantial nanve vegetation
and water fow for most of the vour that would be protected ander the local Ceecks Ordinance,

*Adthough not eodified, the Regional Water Quality Control Bannd, San Frinciseo Bay Region,
applics the regulatery stundards adopted under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (33 LLS.C §
[344) in determining whether ormot 1o issue & Section 401 water guality certification permit.
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Berkeley Municipal Code § 17,08.050.

Third, thie Notiee faits 1o comsider o adeguate rasge of alternatives o Olling in Cafeteria
Creck. The Project does nof nssesd the feasibility of o difforent site for Building 49 that wauld
generate less-soll, building degign or conslruction methods thay would geperate less soil, or the
feasibility of storing the soil at other locations on the LENL property; of even other 011 sites i the
near vietnity, [n addition, the Notice fuls to provide wny discussion of alternatives to developing a
parking fot mtop Cafetena Creek such s whether o parking 100 s necessary, of whether it eould
TFeasibly be placed elsewhere on the LBNL property wath less envivonmental damage

Faurih, the Notice falls to acknowledue that burlding o puking 160 on top of Cafeleria Crook
will have sianificant environmental impacts, which st be avoided under CEQA if there are any
leasihle nltemativas that would svend sueh impacis. The Notice implies that filling in the Creek i
the only fieasible uption for disposing oFsoil fill, s assertion which lucks evidentizry support, defies
common sense and appears whally ool ol step with todisy’s recognition of the vilus of creck habilats
10 the urban sfting.

Fifth, the Project, which s propesed o be “tered” ontlie 1957 LRDP-EIR, as subsequently
amended _is dn faét mconsistent with that LRDE ina numbet of wiye  Indesd, & review of the
LRDWP-EMR reveals that the corrent proposil to (il in Cafeterin Crock has nothing to do with long
rurige planming and everything to dowith convenenceind lack of imaginglion on the partoFLANL's
plonners. Sinee this Projest appears to chart a new courss for development on the LBNL site. LBNL
woild be feauired 1o develop and pdopt a new programmatic review document prior to Project
appraval.

1, SPECIFIC COMMENTS ON THE PROJECT AND NOTICE OF PREPARATION

A, THE PROJECT AS PROPOSEDR WOLLD NOT BE APPROVED BY THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS OR THE REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL
ROARD

The propesd] to fill in Cafielerin Cresk would ot mezl the Army Comps ol Enginects
regulitions for granting & Section 404 permit, noe the Califarnia Regional Witer Quality Control
Bowrd, San Francisco Bay Region's standards for issame o Section 4| pormit, since LBNL will not
T bl fo estahlish that there I8 no other possible altemistive to flling in Cafeleria Crock with cxecss
aoil AL

Both the Compsand the Regional Board spply caaentially the sume standard, based on Section
A0 LMY o Fthe O lean Water Acl {33 UL.8.C05 1 34463010} and i mplemenling reputaions. in
determining whether 10 approve & penmit o [Tl in o opurin arew. Uinder Section 404, the sgencics
will not issue 4 permit “if thers 15 a practicahle altemative to the propossd discharge which would
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hiave less adverse impact on the agquutic ecosystem, 50 lohg as the altemative docs not have ofher
sigmifican! adverse envirommenital consequences.” &0 CFR § 230010().  “Where the uetivity
msociated with adischorge which izproposed fora special sguute site (as defined msubpan Ehdoes
TIOT reduing Rocess or proximity fn ar siting within the spectul aquatic site in question (o G0 s
hiasic purpose (Lo, Is not “water dependent™), practicable altermistives that do not trwvolve special
aquatic sites are presidmed 1o be availoble, unless clearly demonstrated otherwise™ (40 CHR §
230, 10(aM3.)) (emphasis added, )

Here, neither the dispasal of soif fill (the assersed Project purpose) nor the construction of
the packing lot (wn unstated Projest purpasel isin any way “water dependent.” Thus, the Corps and
the Regional Board will presume, absent definite contrary evidenee, that pricticable alternatives are
uyvailable: "n addrtion. where & discharge is-proposed for & special aguatic site, all practicable
alternatives to the proposed dischaspe which do not invelve a discharge into a special squatic site
jire presumed o have less adverse impacton the aquatic scosysten, anless clearly demonsiratad
otherwise” 40 CFR § 230.1000)(3), Suivester v DSCOE 882 F, 26407, 408 (%ih Cir. 1959), In
sum, the apphcant bears 2 heavy burden of demonstroting that no less damaging practicable
alternatives exjst’

Ag disoussed above, the Project purpose stated in the Motice — disposal of soil fill —clearly

‘com be met By other less damaging altematives than filling in the natursl aparen habio that

comprises Crfeteria Creek.  Sovwe there re Teasible alternatives (o filling i the creek to construct
mparking lot, TBNL would be hetter served wpplying ite resources to developing these altematives,
ruther than commmencing @ leng CEQA process on a praject that will ultmately be denied by these
ugencies. LBML shouldbe aware that Friends ol Creeks would intend 1o paticipate und object to
1L BN s proposal in those admimistraive processes as well as i tis CECHA process,

B, THE PROJECT AS PROPOSED VIOLATES CEQA

The Motice of Preparation (“Notice™) for the Project alao doos not cemply wiih ihie
requiremgnis of the Culifomia Environmental Quality Act (SCEQA"Y) The remainder of the

Far pumposes of comparizon, the Section 404 regulations are stmtlar o CEQA, which fequires
LBML to sibopl feasible alternatives thar eveid significan! environmental impacis. See Pub, Bes.
Code § 21002, The #34 regulations implicithy assume (hit the filling in of & creek is 4 significant
s, thist is not permitied abseit o showing by the applicent of no feasible altermative These
lows, as well as the Betkeley Creeks Ordinance, Borkeley Municrpal Cade g 17, 08.050, ropresent
gubguanmive standards for profecting the (ype o Crigaclan waterw s proposod o be filled in this cise

* An alternative is defined as “procticable” iFit "isavailable and capable of being done aftor taking
fnto consideration cost, existing technology, and logistics in light of uvetall project plipescs,” 40
CFR & 230, 10{a N 2) {femphariz addad). Sulvesrer v CNCOE, BEDF. 2d 407, 408 (Tth Cir. 1989),
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enmmmzpts in this section will focus on Iiu: legal inpdequacies of the Nolice, wore it I:nb:pr:_ﬂ.n:m:d
as 4 Bvaft EIR for the propased Project,

CEOA"s funbunenta] policy is that all public sgencies “shall regulae sueh sctivities so tha
muor considerntion is given 10 preventing environmental dunage.” Loawrel Heights, supro, 47
Cal Jcdal 390; Pob, Res Code § 2100001 The “promeary mcans” by whdch the Tegislanyve goals of
CEQA are nchieved is the preparulion ofan BLR. Lawre! Bledphts, stipea, 47 Cl 300 352, Pub. Res.
Code $E200804d), 21100, 21 15%; 14 Cal, Code Regs, ("CEQA Guidelines™) 515080, The EIR has
been described a5 an environmental ‘alam bell” whose purpose 15 to alert the public md =
responszhle officiols to environmental changes before they have resched ecalimenl points al no
retuen,™ Lowvel Hofghts, sipes, 47 Cal3d at 392; Catty of fiyo v, Yars (1973) 32 Cal App. 3
795, B10. An FIR s intended o serve s o eovironmicatal full disclosure statement.” Rl Sand
thimers drsm v, Oy Covgret! of Lodi (1983} 143 Cal App 2d 1013, 1020

CEQA 18 st destgned to iuform decisien mukers and the public about the potential,
significant environmental ffects of & project.  CECA Guidelinss § 1S00200(1), An EIR must
include o description of the physical conditions in the viginity of the project of the tme
environmiental analysis commmences. CEQA Guidelines § 15125, Ths enviconmental setiing will
nomnally constitute the baseline physical conditions by which the lead ageney determines whether
anl lmpact |5 significant. & See alve SPlaning & Conservation Leazmwe v, Deparrment of Warer
Resowrres (20000 83 Cal. App. #0592, M1 3-916; Emvironmmiial Planning & fafoemrion Copinil
v, Connty: of 7 Dharaeles { 19825131 Cal. App. 3d 330, 357

Asiide from evaluatinga prapoacd project senvironmenta] impacis, athird importont purposs
of the EIR is to identify misigatlon measures and alternatives 10 the project which may reduee ot
avodd the projoct’s significant sdverse impacts, thns sccomphishing CEOA s basie slatilory goals,
See Lanerel Heighis, supro, 47 Cal, 3 at 400-403; Cizens of Geleta Valley v Sourd qf Supervizors
{19500 52 Cal, 3d 553, 564; Pub. Res. Cade 45 21002 1, 21 100, This analvais of feasible mitigation
mcasures and a reasonnhle range of altematives is crucial fo CEOA s substantive mundsate that

‘significant environmental dimage be stbstantally lessened or avoided where foasible; Pub, Res,

Code§%5 20002, 21081, Z1100; CECA Guidelines § 15002(a)i2]) aud {3,

The EIR process also servis a fourth fundamental purpose—that ol informmng the public and
fostering public participation, resulting m official sccountnbility, Lowref Heighis J, sapra, ot 392,
44-4155. CECQA Tequires govermment ageneics o discloge to the public the reasons why they lave
spproved s particuler project of i will Tesull in sigmficant adverse environmental effects. CEQA
Giuidetines & 13002(aK4). “The EIR process protects not only the enviromment but also informed

selfpovermment.” Leured Heighi f, stgra, 00392, Congequently, the Califomia Supreme Cour has

repested]yrecogmized that the EIR process is "the heart 6T CEQA" Laure! Heqghts I supia, 21392,
Loture! Hefghis fmprovement s, v, Bpiversity of Coliformio (" Lanred Hoghts (0 (1993) 6 Cal 4th
(12, 11723
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Here, the Notice for the Projoet fails 10 satisfy many of these underlying putposes oTCEQA
Specifically, the Notica { 1) fails 10 provide i seourale Projoct description; (2) fails 10 sccurrlaly
describathe ppvironmental settng i which the Project will oceur, (3) fistls to consider or adequatsiy
cliscuss ceain alteenatives o the Projeet; (41 incorrectly wsstimes that impacts of filling in Cafeteria
Crock can be mitigated o fnsimificance; and 51 is mvonsistent with the 1957 LRDP-EIR, the
progrenmmate docament to which fis Project nstensihly tees.

1. The Project Description Is Inadequate

CEQA requires that the envirommenial review document contain o full and acéurnte
deseription of the propoesed project. Seee g Mira Monre Homenwners Asim. v, Coumiv of Venturn
(1945) 165 Cal. App.3d 357, 366: Sannigge Counry Warer Izt v Cotmry of Ovange (1981) 114
Tl App. 30 818, BIUBI] | Comewrly af Trve w0 Oty of Leis Angedes (1977 7] Cal. App. 31 185: 14
Caul, Code Reg, § E5124° As lhe Cowry of fayo codrt noled:

Oy through an‘accurste view of the project may aifecied cuisiders and public
dectsion-mukers bulance the proposal’s benefil azainst s covironmental cost,
consider mitigation measures, nssess the sdvanicsge of terminating the proposl {1.e.
ihe “noproject” altormative) and weigh otheraliernatives inthe balance, Anaceurnie,
stable and [nite project description is the sine gu ren of an infomesnive and legally
sulficient EIR_

TV CalApp.3d at 192

n The P roject I escription i s I npdegquate B ecanse the N otice [Yoes n oo
Acknowledpe o Primary Purpose of the Project.

The Notice states that the propesed Buildmg 49 would “decompress”™ existing stuff but thal
o new emplovess’ wolld be added 1o LENL s populition as a nesull of this proposid Project.
(Notiee, p. 2.0 The Notice states that the purpese of the G-4 Parkimg Lot 1s intended o “reuse the
o] that would be generated by the proposed Buildimg 29 i away that is productive, cost-elfective,
ind mrtimizes ooy ironmentu] fnpacts o LRNLs neighbors and surouniding communiiy.” (il

The Project deseription does not acknowledge thal & primary purpose of the Project 15 o

¥ S alio Berkeley Keep Jets Chver the By Commettes v, Board of Pore Commeisaloners (2001191
Ol App. 4th 1 344; Seamislans Nanral Hezitape Prajoct v, Conntyof Stanisiaus (1996148 Cal. App.
St L 82, 200; Rie Vixier Farm Bwrcan Conder v, Connty of Sotine (1992) 5 Cal. App. 4ih 351, 369-
370 Sireramente (N City Az, v, City Council, supra;, 320 Cal. App, 3d a1 1623, 14 Cal, Code
Rep & 1S378(0)
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incredse pirking copecity sl LBNL, which would allow fur (neresed singleoceupancy vehiels ips
to the Loh, The Notice states thel the G-4 parking lot would “help address o shortage of available

parking spoces ot LENL” bul does not state whather or not this isa “purpose” of the Project. Thus, -

the remainder of the Notice does not consider aliomativies to creuting more parking, the feasibility
of purking in other arcas on the LBNL site besides-on top of Cafelenia Creek, or whether L is
consistent with the 1987 LRDP-EIR for LBNL o construct additional parking fmcilitics: that wall
nerease single pecupancy vehicle wnlfic to the Loh, st the expense of nolive nipanan hobiiat mthis
red (see Discussion below, )

The Project’s failure fo acknowledge that a purpose of this Project 15 to increase parking at
LEML resilis in o Notice which doés not provideany detdl on 1) whether it is consistent with the
LEDF for LANL to be increasing parking on the site: 2) whether there is @ need for increasad parking
aiven the alternatives to simgle occupancy, vehicle tmffic that have besn developed: 3) whether,
assaming such parking were necessary and congistant (which Friends of Creeks does not believe 1o
be true), there are allernative sites on the LENL propety tat would sor destrey a native fparin

ENSIL.

Wilhout a realistic description of the Project parposes and altomatives avalable, the Notics
tailn 55 8 document of public accountability and thus violustes CEQA.  See Lawrel Helghs, miprn,
47 Cal. 3 81 392 ' Bewause the FIR musi be conified or mjected by public officials, i i ndocumsaht
of aceountability. I CEQA iz scrupulously followed, the pubhic will know the basis an which its
responsibleofficinls either upprove or reject environmenta 1y significant action, and the public, being
disly mftrmed, can regpond aceordingly to sction with which it disigrees.”)

b. The Project Description is Inadequate Since it Substantially
Underestimates the Creek Area H_Hng Filled by the Parking Lol

The Notice describes “Dramage A", which would be filled by the porking lot, as an
“ypproximately 250 fool leng mtermittent channel, camprizing ahowst (K02 acres ™ The Notios alss
descrilves 1 sccond drainage that i 300 fool long, which apparenthy adds 001 aeres w the 1oal
armount af *jurisdictional water boddies™ that will be filled m,

Frionds of Crecks objects to this piecemealing approach in desenbing the actual imipscts of
the parking lot Project, The Notice dogs not provide sny miommetion us 1o how these areas wore
caloulated but the inference i thar LENL caleulated anly thearea of the water channe| - amd not the
surrounding fipanian carridor delincated by riparian vegetation. Smee the destruction of thag habitat
gubsinritally contributes o the significan? impacts in this instanee, it 15 entirely disingenuous fise
LBNL to claim it s only distwrbing 0,02 to 0,03 seres of wetland dralnage. For example, in ano were
to cheracterize “dramage A us 20 feetwidé to inglude mparion vegetaticon, than the 250 fool stretel
described would equal 011 aares, over 5 times the amount of the “disterbed™ ares desenibed inthe
sotice. Friends of Crocks notes thal (ocal lw reguires o 60 fool buffer zone 1o protect local creeks
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from development (31 foel from the creek center line), (See Berkeley Municipal Code § 1 708,050,
A 230 foot streteh of 60 fool buffer zong would he'an ares of (.25 acres, over 17 times the amount
represented 1o be destroved by the parking lof project (33002 = 17.5) Since this entire
titeseannected area will be eliminated by the parking lot, LHNL must presest this minrmationg to the
public in order to convey. the magriiude of the environmentsl impact that will ocour.”

c. The Project Deseription is lnadeguate Because the Project is Inconsdstent
with the 1987 LREDP-EIR

The Notice implies thit the G-4 parking lot propasal is consistent with the 1987 LRDP-EIR
wrt subsegoent amendments:

Wiile the proposed parking lot would reduce the foresied and riparian vegettion in o portion
ol this ovemi] buffer araw, it woull continge o preserve views, congistent with the buffer
zone, by avoding constrietion of tall or obstnucting structired. The proposed Project woull
implement all applicable [987 LRDP- EIR, as amended, mitigation measumnes,

This statement does not deseribe the kely inconsistensy with this Project and the 1987 LRDP-EIR.
is amended ineluding 1) development ofs parking lot in this canyor; 2) emoval of lurge, malure
native trees; 3) climinption of sensttive dpatian habizan, 4) vielstion of lecal Berkeley lew reparding
creek protection; and 5 ) rellance on Increass parking capacity and incredss vehicular raffic to meel
transportation needs aiher than car poeling wd shultle services, (See Discussion, Section [LBS.)

By pving the public a false impression that this Froject is consistent with past environmental
documentation for development of the LBM. site, the Mobee fuls to provide full dischosure of the
new direction: being takei by LENL with this Project, in violation of CEGA. Rreral Loid Cheners
Assn, v Ciry Conncid of Lads, supra, 143 Cal.App:3d ar 1020,

r The Notice's Description of the Environmental Setting Is Inndeguate
CEQA requirss thist the EIR contain o full description of the snvironmental setting in which

the project will vocur. |4 Cal. Code Re. § 15123 Sin Joaguin Rapior v County of Stanistair
(1994) 27 Cal. App, 4th 713, 722723, In Sen Joaguin Hapior, the court held:

“Stute regulations define o “strenm” as including waterconrses huving i surface or subsurface flaw
that suppiorts or hiss supported riparian vegetation, 14 Cal, Code Reg. § 1,72, The Deparment of
Fizl and Game has interpreted this tnnpuase pursuant to s wthorty imder Fish and Game Code §
1603c) to mesn that, for purposes of mpact assessment, a sireant ared shidl include the entire
siparian vegetaied corridor,
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[TThe ulthmute dectsion of wI::Lh_:r o approve & project, he thal decision right o7
wrang, isa nullaty 7 bazed upon an EIR thal docs not provide the decision-makers,
and thi pablic, with the mformation about e project that is required by CEQA "
(| Santiags Coinry Water Dist v. Conmiy af Orenge (19810 118 Cal. App. 3 818,824,
The ermr s prejadicial “if the filure to include relevant information preclules
informed decision making and informed public participasion, therehy thwarang the
stantory goals of the BB process.! (Kings Connty Farme Brreos v, ey of Honford
(19807 221 Cal, App 3¢ 682, 712,

M.t 72172

A centra! purpose foe deseribing the eovironmental setting 15 10 establish the baselme
phsical condmons by which a lead agency defermines the need fir o peoject and whether o project
impact i sigmificant. Ax diseussed biow, the envivommestal setting is also crocial for an agency's
discussion of the “no project aliomitive™ since, i7the environmental setfing 15 mischaraoterized, the

mpacts or consequences of the no project alterati ve will be inacetrate. Plannmg & Conservation

oo v Departwint of Water Resortes, s, 83 Cal, App. ddi 892, 011 (“CEQA requires that
the o project alternative diacusssd in an EIR address "existing conditions” as well as "what would
be reasonably expected to peenr in the foreseeable futaro i fihe project wers nol approved. hused v
citrent plans and consistent with ovailable infrasfructure and community servises ™)

. The Epvironmental Setting Mischaracterizes the Habitat that Would be
Trestroved by the G-4 Parking Lol

The Wotice describes the creek ez to be filled inas two Mdrainages.” fed by storm driirs,
“ihe mumonty of which {s nnvegetated " This misleading dr.l!.crrptlmi allows LEMNL 10 asger,
glsewhere in the documerl, that the elimination of this bakitat in favor ofa parking fot will have no
significant impacis on the envirenment.

In faer, these “draingges” include ripacian cormdors of native vegotation and habital for
wildlife such-as deer or mrd species. {Soe 14 Cal, Code Reg. § 1,72 (stveam “includes watercourses
having s surfiee or subgurfioe Dow thet suppors or has suppacted ripedan vegetaton. ")) Were this
a deufi FIR; Friends of Creeks would provide photagraphi ¢ and authentcated declartive testimony
to this effec. The ares to be filled by the parking Iot includes several coast live oaks, supparts
considerable bird life and (s (hreaded with desr paths,

1t appears from & carcinl reading of the Notice that CBNL is attempting. for purpases of
desoribing the ebvirommental setting and potential impacts, 1o separate the actusl credk channel -
ﬂm:ugh which water flows - from the adjacent aid tpland vegetateon that moves fom strcily
gipirion species 1o mansitonal oak and by into open gresstands. This spproach appears dmgﬂed
to mask the actul envirenmental impacts of the Project, by fragmenting the deseription of the
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envirpmmen) that will be climinuted into separaie parts, when in Mot they comprise o gontinuosus
gradation of habitat that will be entirely Iost s a resall of this ill-coneeived Project. This approach
¢lenrly violates CEQA and should bediscarded. See San Joaguin Sapeor 1. County af Stasitlan,
snprees, AT Call App. dib at 732-723 (" The ervor i preyudicial 1f the falure 1o include relevan
information precludes informed decision moking snd informed public particlpation, thereby
Uhwarting the stattory goaks of the BIR process. ™}

h. The Notive Does Mot Provide Accurate or Relevant Informution on (he
Mo Project Alternative that Wonld be Reguoired for a Draft EIR

As discussed above and below, the Kotice provides liltle 1o no discussion regarding the need
fer more parking facilitics ot EBNL except to stite that there arc more employess tmn parking
spaces, This slatement does nat addrese ar destribe the cureent environmentil ssiting regarding the
sieeess or failure of ridesharing, var poaling, shuttle or other non-single socupumey vehicle options,
In addition, the Notce provides fittle w oo discossion regarding the avinlability on the LBNL site
for depostting exeess soil G thot would svodd [Tlling in Hpirisn hobitats protected under locnl. stue
sl feberal law., '

Without o t horough deseription of these versions 0£1he no project allerrutive, iy Deaft ETIR
hused on this Notice would be inaccurate and inbdeguete,  As stated by the Appellate Court in
Flanming & Conxarvition Leaghe, wupra:

A o project desanplion i mn-evaliative. TEprovides the decision makers g the
puhlic ,wll:h.s]',tnciﬁc information about the covironment iT the progect iznot spproved.
It is o factually-hased forceast of the envitonmental impacts of preserving the statis
quo, It (hus provides the decision makers with § base line againgt which they ean
meastre the envimommental advantopes snd dissdvantages of the project and
alternanives 1o the project,

85 Cal. App Hha1 913!

A discussad below, LENL may select 4 range o other alternatives 1o the componeris of this
Project inorder o avedd the gignificant impacts of filling 1 & nstural npanian erea o order to
construct a parking 1ot However, the feasibifity of these alternatives can only he assessed in a
meanmgiil way if the City and the public are presenied with un neetrate account of the haseline
wgainst which they can megsure the envirenmentul sdvantages and disadvantages of thie Project and

nlternntives to the Project.  Since dbe Notice fils to present this imformation scooraiely, i

consitderation of the to project aliermnative winild be imidequine i considercd ag o Draft EIR.

3 The Naotice Fuils to Consider an Adegunte Range of Alferontives to the Proposed
Project.
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A principal purpose of the EIR is to idenitify mitigation measures and wlternatives 1o the.

projeet which mmy reduce of gvoid the projecl’s significant adverse impacts, this secomplishing
CEOA S besic sintutary goals. See, Loorel Hetghits 1, o, 47 Cal3d 376, A00-4030 Citzeny of
Golve Valley v, Board of Supervisors, supra, 52 Cal 34 at 566; Save San Pranclzes B Ass'n o

Ran Franetsen Bav Conmers, & Dev. Commr n (1992 10 Cal App Ath 908; 91%; 14 Cal. Code Reg,

§15126"

Here, the Motice foils to consider sdequately alternatives o 1) constructing a buitding that
produces 4 substantial amount of (il material: 2) disposing the exeess soil on top of & creck and
riparian witerway: 3 constrecting a parking lot on top of a creek to allaw far single accupancy
welizle use by lob employics, '

i The Notice Boes Not Assess Alternatives to Construeting as Bullding thar
Will Produce ut east 26,000 Cubie Yards of Sofl

The Motice assames that at |east 26,000 eubic yards ol goil will be penemted by construction
of Building 49, but does niot mesess alternatives o tivs pant of the Project. While the Notize doei nol
proyide sufficiont nformation for o detetled analysis, itis clear it the high ameunt of soil is due
to the steep slope en which this bnlding will be constructed. Grven (ot LENL heligves thal itis
nieceseary [0 Tl in Cafeieria Creck with the Al 201 that would be produced by this construction, it

45 nesessary for LBNL 1o gonsider 1) the no project alternative for this constraetion, including &

discussion of why this building e necessary; Z) why this building can not be buill in slher ureis of
the LBNL property, on (Tatter or more environmentally acoeplable temain that does not reguine
tearing into-a hillside; and 33 whether afternative design specifications or construction methods could
potentially generate @ lower amount afzoll il than the 26,000 cubic yards currently envisiongd,

h. The Notice Does Not Deseribe in Auy Meaningiul Detail Alternuiive
Meihods or Sites for Disposal of Sofl Fill

e requirement that EIR's ientify and discuss pliematives o the prject sicms from the
fundamenial stuintory policy that piblic agencies should roquire the implementation of feasibla
alternatives of feasible mitipation messures 1o reduce the project’s significent environmental
impacte.  Pub, Res Code § 21062 Here, flling in Cafetera Creck will causc significant
envirdmmental impacts, as discussed ffre, In sddifion, s agency must conuider o reasonable and
rebvint range of allamalives fo a projeat, whether or not the fmpacts of the project are considered
significant, See € g, Friends of the Old Trees v Department of Forestry & Fire Protectian
{1997) 52 Cal. App. 4th 1383, 1395 (“We accept the Department's concession that a legally
sulMicient modified THP must mclude some ¢onsidoration of feasible slternatives et ifthe projects
signifieant environmental impacts will be avoided through mitigation messures:”) 1.
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Lhe MNotice sets forth alternilive methods or Sites for dispozal of the 26,000 cubic yards
thought io be produced by this Projeet but does nol desenbe these altematives in sufficient detudl for
umy meniber-of the public o understand whether or not such allematives are foasible; In addilion,
the Motice does not disouss altermatives ufdiq:_nﬁng o] mt nﬂ'srrbuildiug sites i Berkeley or other
nearhy localities rather thun-shipping 1o 7 waste dispesal Beility,

Asguming, 15 the Notice assers, that o primary purpose ofthe Project | w0 dispose of 26,000
yirds of soil, Friends of Creeks fndd it frankly remarkalile thit the firel and prefired allemative
comsidered by TENL 5 wo fill m s rparian weriershed with native vegeiation and steong wildlife and
huhitat values 1 s inconceivable thit sreas could not be found on the CBNL sile 1o place 36040

gubic yards of =oil thal would be fensible withoul syenificant tmpacts oo the environment.  Thus,

Friemds of Crecks makes this comment with the provise that LENL should riof only consider. but
also choose, o different altermative for 01l disposal, to the extent it | necessary,

. The Notice Does Not Describe Alternatives to Constructing a Parking
Lot in the Proposed Location

The Motice does not propose thecstablishmont of o parking 1ol g o purpose of the Projoct
and thus LBNL muy not rely on such & porpose to jumtify this Projeet. (See Disoussion, [1H.1,
sipra ) Were LENL o ssdent that other Projeet alternatives do not pravide e parking needed hy
LBNL, LBNL would be required 1o dssees the feasiblity ol mdintaining the existing irinsportation
aptions for LENL employess; 2y meressing. trnspertation options: thal do pot rely onsingle
occupaney vehiole raffic; ind 3) locating parking facilitios elsgwhere on the LRNL site begides on
fop ol w dengitive riparian an.

Al s stage. there is madequate mformation for Friends of Créeks o analyie whether such
options would be feasible. To the extent such options were inany way feasible, they woold be
conststent with the policies set forth in'the 1987 LRDP-EIR. as omended. In contrast, as disoussed
helow, the present proposel sppears 1o be bilatuntly inconsistent with these policies, Further, Friends

of Crecks notes thal the amendmieniz 1o the 1987 LREDP-EIR confirm that vehicle waific 1o the lob:

if substantally lower than predicied based on LENL s adoption of alternatives 1o smele ogoupancy
vehicle traffic such us car pools or shullle services, (See 1997 SEIS Addendum, p. 012 The
irony of The prescnt proposal & that LBNL nppﬁ-m's rendy to dispense with the progress musds over
the last 15 vears, thoreby increasing velscular waffie and pir pollutien, while at the same time
destroying o sonsitive riparian habist, merely because il s unable (o corme up with sn alienative
plom o dispose of dirt.

4. The Notice Fails i Acknowledge that Filling in Cafeteria Creek Will Have
Sipnificant Impacts on the Environment.

The primmry purpose of an EIR 35 © provide public agencies wml the public alike with
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detmiled informition whoul the efféel o project s lkely 1o have on the envirenment, 1o list ways

significant effects might be minimized. aad (o mdicate alternatives 1o the praject. Pob. Res Code

&5 21002, 21002 1), 21061, 21100, 21 150, Accordingly, an EIR must identify and analyze all
direet and indirect potentially significant environmental impaets of o project,  Pub. Res: Code &
20 LO0WBH ) CEQA Guidelmes § 15126:2(a). A dienffendl enviromnental ¢fTect is*n substantisl,
or poteniially substantial, adverse change it any of the physical conditions witlin the arca aflected
by the project. including land, air, wiater, minerals. Mo, G, smbient poise, ancd ohiects of histore
or pesthetic significance.” CEQA Guidelinies 15383 '

Here, the Motice fails to acknowledge that huilding a parking lot on top of Catetonn Creck
will have significant environmental impacts, whivh must be svoided under CEQA T thire are any
feasible altemmatives that would avoid such impress. Pube Res, Code § 21002 For pumpoeses of
envirommental review, LBNL should congider the impaets that will ocour to Cufeterm Creek az
sigmificant for three reasons, First, a4 afactual matter, the Project proposes o elimmute from 250
lo over 500 oot of @ native siparan carrdor, which s o significant impact based on the scarcity and
wiulue bo wildlife of these habitats in the East Bay hills, Second, & numbier of imipuets that will seeur
in this Project are listed o= sipnifeont under the 1987 LROP-EIR, s amended. Thimd, the standsrds
applicd o filling m & walemeunse by the damy Cops and the Regionn] Water Quality Conira] Board
show thut these sgeneies treat the filling n of Walercourses as @ sipnifivanl lmpapt that must be
dviided i possible.

" The Project’s Elimination of Native Riparian Corridor i a Sigaifican
Impact Based on (he Scarcity and Valuwe to WHdlife of these Habitats in
the Enst Bay ITilis.

The Project will eliminade a riparian comidor and associnbed native vegstation that fomm
vilushie wildiife habitat in the ares. Thesé arcas aré extremcly rare - the Easi Buy hills, both dise
1o the climate und dug 1o past alterations that have filled in or eliminated numerous creck: habitats,
The Notice refers contimially to the “small™ aréa afTected hut as discigsed nhove, this ares may be
comnsiderahly farger if ond considers the associated riparian habitaz, Morcover, CEQA law s clear
that small incremental jmpacts muy well be significant whero they, ere related to other past, proseit
unid foreqeeable impacts on (he resource moquestion. o this cuse, LBNL proposss 1o cover and
cielvent thi last sirebch of these drafnaged that oceur s satural tribulonies to Strowberry Creek.
Cermly these relzted and combimed mmpacts. n eliminating the natural finctioning of these
tritmtanes forever, are sipnificant. See Comninities For o Better Environment v. Cififarnia
Resoyrres Ageney (20005 103 Cal. App. 4h 98, 117(3" Digtrict Court of Appeal rejects the concept
af de moninus™ cwmulative impacts by noting that this concept would “turn cumulative inpact
inalysis on its head by diminishing the need to do a canralative impaet analysis & the cumulatiye
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impact problem worsens. )"

The Motice stuies that these mmpacts wil | be conssdered potemtial by sigm Heant, but elsewhers
states thit these impacts can be mitgated through the permitting process with the Army Coms, the
Regtonnl Board and the Department of Fish and Geme. {Motice, Checklist g, 5.) Az dhacussed
ahove. these agencies will apply a strict siandand reguiring ne feasible aliernative prior o pemmit
um\:r_vn.]. (%o Section [LA, infra.) Mili[;e_l.tin'n will un]:.-rbc availzhle if the Project con meet this
standard, which Is highly doubtful given that the Projeet purpese is to dispose of excess =ail. MNor
willd mitigation through wetland creation be oppropriate in this siigation. Were LBNL 0 procesd
with this Project into the Draft EIR stage, Friends of Creeks intends fo suhmit documents showing
iz 1 wialel not be feasible lo recrente the type ol dparia habitat proposad o be eliminated due 1o
the uniguensss of wopography, hydrology and long temm developmont of vegertion that has led 1o
the development of ﬂ!ish_i:hllﬂ!.

. The Impacts thiat will Cecur in this Project are Significant under the
1987 LEDP-EIR

The 1992 supplentent 1o the 1987 LRDP-EIR stules thal the mmpacis of loss of miglure trees
anid sreus with hobiton value for waldlife are potentinlly. significant, but will be mitigated by 1)
minimizing the removsl of native tness and shrubs mnd < wherever possible™ avoiding the removal
of Targe coast live gak. Callforia Bay and Monterey pine tress; and 2} minimizing human sctivity
gnd gneroschment in sensitive and undesturbed mparion areas. (1992 SEIR. p. 118}

Herz, these mitigntion mesures will not be carmied oot gince this Project will remove large
trees and not enly encrbach upon, but setual |y eliminnte o substantiol portion of this ripsrian ares and
szsociate upland vepetsiion  Thus, the impacts from this Praject will be sygmificant according 1o
LBMN"s oo lone rnge CEQA documentation

(.7 The Co-permitting Azencies Army Corps of Engincers and the Regionnl
Water Quality Countrel Board will Treat the Impacts from this Project
as Significant

A diseyssed ahove the Amy Corps of Engineers and the Regional Witer Quality Contral

“See It ot 114 ([TThe fullenvivemmentad impact of o propescd praject conpel he ganped ind yaceum.

(e of the most importast erviranmental lessona that hasbeen leamed isthat envitonmentl damage
often peours imerementally from a vanety of small sources™); Kirgs Conpty Farm Surc o City of
Heonfiord (1990) 221 Cal App.3d 692, 720-721 (*We find the analysis usedl in the EIR and urged by
GWE avoids anslvang the seventy o the probiem and altows the approval of projects which, when

taken m solabon, appesr insignifeant, but whon viewed ingether, appear startling, Under GWF's

‘ratle’ theary, the grenter the overall problem, the less significance a project has in comulanve

fmpacts analysis. ©)
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Board upply - standard (o the eliminution of wethand hobits thiv reguires un applicam 1o etabbish
that there {= no other fasible option, (Sed Section [LA, infa, 33 US.C & 1344, 40 CFR §
2A0000a0) Thes-standurd 52 simitar o the CEQA standord witich requires an agency o adopt
feusible mitigation in onder to aviodd any sigoificant impacts identifiod throwgh = eavirormental
meview process. See e, Pub, Res, Coda§ 21002, Thus, whether or nol LBNL donsiders the loss
ol thes fabitat 10 be a =significant inpact™ Tor puroses of CEQA review, it will be regquired, &t the
feast, (o meat e equavalent of CEQDAS standand for aviording sigmificant enyironmenial impacls
when it applies for permits from these droncies,

LA The Project as Proposed is Inconsistent with the 1987 LRDF-EIR and
Subsequent Amendmenty

The Wotiee stutes that the Praject will be reviewed [or contisteneywith the | 987 LROP-EIR,
s subasgquently mmended. and will implement ail applicable mitigetion messures identafied in' the
lomg tem plan. T fact, liowever, the Project is inconsistent with LBNL'S fong range plon'in 8
numbar of ways. desd, a review of the LRIP-EIR reveuls that the surrent praposal o (Gl in
Cafeternn Creek hng nathing to do with long ringe plimming ad everytling to do witl) convenience
and Eack of imagination on the pert of LBNL's platiners,

The 1967 LROP-EIR, 15 amended, represents the programmmtic divecltion for TBNL, until
it is replaced by 4 new programmatic document, To the extent that this Project represents a new
durection for TENL by 11 destrovine narive habirats; 2) developing porking facilities; and 3)
duveloping semsitive riparianenvironments, EBNL would be réquired (e propars o new programmutic
review document 1o assess the cumuiat ve impacts of this new directan before it could approve this
prevect speciiic ETR.

T The Project Allows for Avoidable Impacts to Seasitive Habitar in the
Cnfeterin Creek Riparinn Corridor

The 1937 LRDP-EIR states the following policies that are relevant and applicable o the
impagts of the prmoposed Project on the npanan hubatets thay will be eliminated by the parking lot.

L focus proposed development on exising butll up, core aveas of (he site thai are
already highly modified md developed;

L] Minimize removal ol native irecs and shrubsg wherever possible, the removal of s
coast Tive aak, California Bay and Monterey pine frees will be avoided;

] Fluman setivity @nd encroachment e Blackbermy Canvon will be mmmimized. The
only remaiming aneas of celatively ondisturbed habitat on-site ocour in the lawer
reachics of Blickbery Crnyen .Since no furthor developments are proposed in this
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aren, 0o logs of habit will ey’
(Sew 1087 LRDP-EIR, pp. F-32—F-34)"

Heze, the Project does nof appear inany wity i "minimize” the removal 0T nutive vegelution,
mach less avond “wherever possihle” the removal of large trees, Morcover, the 1987 LRDIP stales
that impacts would be sigm feant whirs undisturbed babetal, such as fousd 0 Blackberry Canyon,
were to e encroached upon. Hers, the Project proposes 1o replace the native hinbitatin the Cafeleria
Creek area with ¢ parking fol!

ks, The Project Inereases Shigle Oceupaney Vehiele Traflle Without
Discussing the Effectivencss of Fast Mitigation

The 1987 LROP-EIR states the following policies that wre relevant snd applicoble o the
likelihod (hr the propesed Project will increase velicle trips fo the lab.

L] Eaiblish transportation gosls which will resaltin & reduction in the gumber wnd

percentase of single vceupanl automohbiles being driven to wd from LBL;

. Assion @ transporiation: plamer to coondinale the design and implementioton ol
transporiation system masagement (U TSM") progroms, ing flndme work with RIDES
for Bay Area commuters, Berkeley TRIP and local transit districts to establish and
pramole aliemistives (o smele ocoupant rivel mades;

L] Promode car pools by creating & corponl matching program. Coordingte [his program
with RIDES and Berkoley TRIP by perindically oblumng requests fin carposl
informntion; !

'] Developa vanpooling program, utilizing the ressurces of RIDES and Berkeley TRIP
for promotion and implementaion!

L Promote the TSM progrms by giving orientation briefings lo new smplovess,
previding information aides (o be distributed to EBNL employess, aorganizing an
informution center; wnd gale of tomsit nekets on-site at LBNL|

L] Dievelop & nd aniual nranitormg program bo o viluate 1 progeam in refaion Lo
eatahlizhed gonls and identify new elements which should beadded 1o the progrmm,

L] review LEBNL shuttle seriaceiind transit mterface facilities for improvements whars
" vese policies are rendopied mothe 1992 smendments. (See 1997 Amendment, p. I-1% Tabie 1-1.)
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apprrapriate;
L Review cyele moutes and storage fotlities for improvements where approprate;
{See 1987 LRDP-EIR, pp. F-19-F-20))
These policies set forth inthe | 957 LRDP-EIR and 1992 SEIS are not even discussed inthe
Miatice, which instead simply assumes that theore is & “parking shortage’ which can be alleviated by
bwilding 4 large perking ot The Project does not consider the faet thot the LRDE assomed that

perking at LENL would be in short supply and that the long term plan for the lub was to ancoumage
o progressive approme o minkmize the need for single occupancy vehicle raffic by promoting ride

sharcs, public trensportation sl Ihe'ije:\'elnpnmmt'nn LBNL shurtle service. LBNL s own CEQA

documents demonstrute that the TMS programs hive exceeded LBNL's own expectations in
minimrizing vehicular trafTic fo the lab. Tnstead of building on the sucecss of this firm policy
direction, however, this Project charts a new oourse based on incréasing parking capacity asu

“gomvenient way to dispose of excess soll fill. Since this approach is directly contrary to the policies

al the LRDP, it should be réconsfdered prot o firther developiment.
o The Project Conflicts with Local Law Preserving Creels

The 1987 LRDP-EIR states that “the plan is consistent with policies of ocal goveriment
agenicies.” (See 1987 LRDP-EIR. p. F-11.) However, as discussed above, the proposal to A1l in
Cafaterhy Creek wionld be prohibited by the local Berkeley Creek Ordinunce (codiffed i Berkeley
Mumicipal Code § 17.08.050, which prohibits the fill or construction within 30 foct of the center line
of u creek.  Friends of Creeks 16 not sware of any amendment to the 1987 LRDP-EIR that would
have altered T BNL"s commendable Tong tenn pelicy of complying with focail laws regirdomg land
use. Absenisuch an mmendment, however, the cirment proposal would violate the Bedelay Creek
Ordinance, and s be inconsistent with the 1987 LROP-E1R

1. CONCLUSION

Al this carly stage in the planning process. Friends of Crzeks strongly urzes LENL o
recansider it ill-conceived plan to fill in o substantiol portion of Caféteriy Créek and Camyon.
Fricods of Cresks believes thal LENL may not have sdequately conssdered the substancial legal
huidles that will he invalved fior LENL[@ ablain permission to fill n g creek m ihis sens ve anes.

LBMNL should be pware ther Friends of Creeles (and the individual sroups reprosented in this
Comment Letter) would chollenpe LRNL s decision to continue with this Project, as cummently
proposed, ot every step of this legal process,  Since there are certainly foasible alicmatives 1o
destroyingsensitive riparian habitsimply to dispose o excess soil fill, LENL should develop these
ulternatives now rather than embarking upon o laagthy envircnmental review process thl will be
unlikely to-resalt in eventual Project approvil.
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Respoetfully submitted,

Michacl W, Graf

Mieted, Gufl
Tty

(On Behiall of Urbhan Crecks Councll, Center for Biological Diversity, Friends of Strawberry
Creck and creek sdvocates of Tive Qak Codommices Creek Neighhorhood Assoction )

Cermaniene 1 wpd
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COMMITTEE TO MINIMIZE TOXIC WASTE
July 17, 2003

Jefl’ Philliber

Environmental Plmnimg Coordinator

Lawrence Bereley Natiotal Eaboratory, MS S0K
Cine Cyglotron Road

Berkeley, Califoinia 94720

Re: Genernl Comments on the Notice of Preparation, Draft Focused, Tiered
Environmental Impact Report regurding the Construction and Operntion of
Building 49 and G4 Parking Lot

Dear Mr. Phifliber,

We are writmg these cormments (o express our grave conesrn ahd opposition Lo the
propesed construction of Building 49 (B 49), u six-slory, 65.000-square-fool office
building ad & 31,000-39,000-square-foot parking lot (G-4}, in the Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Lone a5 well 65 in the Seismic Hazand Lone, & identificd by the
Californin Geological Survey's recently adopied mops (February 2003} (See attachment |
s 2.

The Luwrenee Berkeley Mational Laboratory {LENL) i located in the hills of the
Strawherry Creek Watershed, which includes the Blackberry Canyon and Strowberry
Conyon Watersheds, wihich are funther divided info the Stadiurn Hill and Chicken Creek
Bub-Wilersheds (See attachment 3),

The proposed Building 49 is logaizd in the Blackberry Conyon Watershed, which was
nirmied after Blackberry Creek (aks North Fork of Strawberry Creck), which flows
thraugh the Canvon from esst 10 west

The proposed G-4 Parking Lot on the other hand s locted in the Strawberry Camyon
Watershed, specifically in the Stadium Hill Sub-Watershed, which meludes Cafeteria
Creek Mowing from cast (0 west [S::ﬂfndmml4}._

The Natice of Preparation (NOF) documents, both text and mops, sre extremely
deficient reparding siie/project description. Most of the creek and watershed specific
mitrmution ahove were excluded, thus making i difficult. if not impossible for the general
pblic to properly understond (he dynamics of the site.

Furthermore, there were ne maps showing the Adguist-Priolo Barthquake Faul Zone,
nor the traces of the active Hayward Edrthguake Fault just & few meters from the
propossd building and parking ot
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Based on the Setsmic Hazard Zone mape the proposed project sites lie within the arsa
of very high sk corthquike-doced landstides (See attnohment 5). 1t woulil seem
extremely irresponsible and daiperous 1o even propose amy development on 1his wszble,
unpredictable, still pristine natural ares, which inchedes a ripariean habitat, the Cafcteria
Creek.

1n light of the above fhets we @re calling for an Ecological Protection Zone in the
Strmwharry Creek Witershed, specifically this protection zone would inchode, but i not
limited to all of the arces identified by the State as prone for earthquake-induced landslides
{See attachmen! 5. The entire aren for the proposed Duilding 4% and the (-4 parking lot
would be mcluded in the Boologicsl Protection fome which calls for d permonent
marorium on construction and development.

The Lawrenee Berkeley National Labomatory has seveenl sores of re-usable bind, on
which Buge decommissioned fcilities are waiting for clean-up, These sites include the
Bevatron Accelerator, Building 51, the HILAC and Super HILAC, Building 71, the newly
definded 88 inch Accelerator, Building 88, some of which have alrenidy been standing idle
for over o dezade. We are fequesting b commitment from Depantment of Enariry and
LBNL 1o & time-tine for the comprehensive clean-up of these contemmated sites to
facilitate their potentul re-use, prior to underaking iy new development on any of the
remuining pristing. umised. Le. new open space lnnds sl LBNL in the Strawberry Cresk
Watershed, The Lob must prepare an Environmental Impact Report under CEQA and an
Environmental Impact Staternent under NEPA for the dismantting of these Bcilitics, the
huulingshipping of resulting rediosctivehasardons debris and for the final disposition of
those materinls pnd the contmminated soilvegetation thut will be removed from the site as

o result of the clean-up process.

The WOP lacked anv consideration for ahernite sites. [naddiion (o the contormimited
bast mvailnble sites referred 1o dbove, LANL has sevesal buildable arens especially next 1o
Builiding 90, novw oscupied by office trailers, which eould be easily removed and  the site
used for the proposad office ilding.

Siree there are mumy feasible aiternatives 1o building in o high risk earthguoake induced
landstide ares and destroying riparian habitar, it would be adyisabie for LBNL o consider
these other alternatives immedintely, rither than proceeding with o lengthy environmenial
review process, which will be fought every step of the way,

Sineeraly,
G foowr Mot Gk
Bermi Maindl Mirk McDomilkd Pemels Sihwvola
IJE!Hoﬂti-mErlrm 1815 Puirkes Street PO, Box 066
Berkely, CA 94702 Berkeley, CA 94703 Berkeley, CA 94709
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Environment, Health, and Safety Division
August 2002
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55 « Eiim Envranmeanial Report for 2901 Sutface Wake arwd Wassaatar

the end of the mainy senson. Asexpected, mitium was olways detecesd this close 1w the smek In
general, rinum levels were highest for min collected at the gange wven meters from the stack, and
then decreased with incressing distance from the steck, The highest concentrations were seon af afl
four [ocnsions for the Mareh 2 coliection, with o maamum of 35,500 Bo/L (960,000 pCuL) ar-the
seven-meter distmee, This i nearly an omder of magniwde higher than ol other minfall
mezsurements. That sample was collected dver appeoximately 24 hours hetween March | and 2,
during which 0,48 inch of rmin fell, This perod of minfall colncided with i small emissivn of 0.3]
cune af iritiem: from the NTLF

E.2.1 Crenks

Given Berkeley Laob's location in the hills of the Strawberry Creek watershed, many stregms and
crecks ot gnd near the site flow st varying intensities throughout the year, When creek flow occurs,
a grab sumple s collected and dnalyzed quarterly for alpha and beta sctivity and tritium. Creeks
toutinely ssmpled during CY 2001 were Chicken Cresk, Claremont Creck, the North Fork of
Strawherry Crevk, Strawberry Creek (UC), and Wildeat Creek. For creek sampling Incitions, see
Figure 54, Alpha activity wies not detectsd st any sampling sile, with the exception of 2 low
amount ut Chicken, Claremont, and the Morth Fork of Strawberry creeks dunngy the Augos
sampline, ood fn Cleremont Creek in Decomber. Beta pouwity was only detected in low
concantrations in the August sampling in Chicken Creek, the Morth Fork of Strawbery, and
Strawherry Creek (UC),

A second set of crecks was also sampled once end analyzed for metals, volutile osganke eompounds,
and trittum, These cresks (also showm in _Hﬂufh S-4) inclucke Bamana Creek, Pmexpple Croek,
Hotanical Garden Creek, Cafeterin Creek, Wo Name Creek, Ravine Creek, and Ten-lnch Creek. No
volitile organic compounds were detected Wt any locotion: Some meials wore: present, mcluding
mrsenit, birium, venodim, selenium, and zine — all o low amounts vathin background levels for
this site wied well below fimits stipulated in the San Franasoo Hay Region Basin Plon ' See Section
5.4 for more information,

Additionally, sampling for trilium was esrried out i accondonée with the spproved Tritiom
Sampling Plan for Surface Water, which wiy designed and approved to meet the FS/EPA’s request
fior additional information on levels of setnm in cerain medin. Samples m this effort wen: taken ol
various poimts on Chicken Creck, the Meorth Forke of Strawberry Creck, Strmwherry Creek (UC), and
the Strmwherry Creek outfall to the bay, The results for these special ssmplings are included i the
mnalysis below wmd in the dats in Velume T, along with results from routine epvironmental
spmpling. For more description of this additional monitoring, and o figure showing the sampling
sites, vee Chapter 10,

Tritivum was generally not dotected, gxcept in Chicken Créek, and o few imes al low levels in the
Morth Fork of Stawberry: Creek. The moximum seen in CY 2001 was 32 Bg/L (2,240 pCiL),
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Surlnce Waler ang ‘Waatmwaiar Site Envirnnmantal Repon for 2001 - &5

Flgure 5-4 Creek Sampling Locations

nenrky an order of magnitude below drnking-wicer dovels, glthough dis water is st used by the
lovcal water providar,

Chicken Creek 15 the anly creek in which trifium has been found with any repularity. Figure 55
presents o comparison of the mnial mesn for Witiem i Chizken Creek over the last seven yenrs,
From o high of 439 BaeL. (1,190 pCiL) in 1995, average tntum levels decreased by neardy S0% in
1996 023 BgiL (620 pCUL) and remained neer that evel for 1997 and 1998, During the las three
years, from 1999 to 2001, everapge tnbum levels in Chicken Creck have memalned below the
19971998 levels

§.2.3 Lekes

Lake sampling is performed once each year at Lake Anza In Tilden Regionyl Park and ot Lake
Temescal in Ouklind’s Temescal Regional Park (see Figure 5-1) Semples from bothy ikes
contzined no gross alphn or beto sctivity or mitium sbove mintmum detéctable amounts,
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5.7 « Hite Exdinemaninl Sepad for 2001 Serface Water ard \Aanisvanter

17.a

RLE] 1004 ) 1047 15954 1055 000 2001
Yaur

Flgwre 5-8 - Annual Avarages far Trisum in Crecken Creak {1995-2001)

B.2.4 Stormwatar

Berkeley Lab lies within the Blsckberry Canyon and Stawbeny Canyon watiersheds, which e part
of the main Strawberry Creek womershed. There are two mnin erecks in these woiersheds,
Strawberry Creek (in Strawberry Canyon} and the North Fork of Strawberry Creek (in Blackberry
Canyon), plus several smull inbutanies thit geaerlly donot flow all yeur long.

Surfuee runafl from Berkeley Leb s substantial because of the site’s hillside location, the nmount
aof paved of coversd surface, and the moderate snnoal minfall All stormwater runol¥ from the sie
dmins throagh its stormwater drinags system to Strawberry Creek or i3 north fork, which jomn
below the Laboratory on the UC Berkeley campus

Under the State of Califormin’s Mational Pollutant Dischaorge Elimination System (MPDES)
program, Borkeley Lab must follow the General Permit fof Stonmwater Dischatges Associated with
Industrial Activities? Permit holders mist develop and maintain o Storm Water Monitoring Plan
(SWMPY wod 8 Storm Water Pollution. Prevention Plin (SWPPP)? These sro the gaiding
dociitnents for the Labarntory's complisnes with stormssmter reguintions. For further discussion of
this complianee progrum, see Secton 3.4.6.2

Berketey Lab's SWMP explnins the mtionake tor sampling, sampling locations; and the kinds of
mdinlegicnl pnd nonzadiological nalyses to be performed. The SWMP was revised and opdmed for
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Sutfare Wate: and W ! Ehn Envimnmanial Hapetder 2001 - =5

thie stopmawater your of 260002 (e, for the latter half of 2001) Certain changas to the- momtonmz
program resulted from an in-depth ook ot the resals ever tha past several vears, a8 provided for in
the penmit.

Following a request from the City of Berkeley, Berkeley Lab had in the past commiced 1o
snalyring ar least one sample per swrmwater year (July 1 through June 30} for both weal and
thissobved metals es & compenson. For five years, dissolved-metals results wore consistent|y lower
than total memls and were genermlly not detected at all, Therefore, beginning with the 2001102
siormiwater year, Burkelay Lsb will sample only for total metals, us required by the permit
Addinonally, becaise many mwetnls analized were nol detetted, the list of metals analveed bas been
reduced o four {ahuminum, tron, miggnesiom, and zinc). All others had not been detected i T last
twio years of more, Sumpling points are shown in Figue 5-6,

Cingr of the moaitering points, StWO3 (Building 69 Storm Drain Manhale), 15 on influent point,
whene stormwater comés ante the site from residential aress, moads, and UC Berkelay: campus

e Troek

= w WVoimTshed Didsion
B i 8w e Sl ROl iy
-EFF—.. LieA  =ne D

Oy Bempling Locatars

Flgure 58 Starmwaler Sanalng Localisne
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i = Hite Emvvonmentsl Regart for 2081 SUMfae Wale shd \WaElrastar

Tacilities located sbove Berkeley Lab. This point was chosen as-a basis of compartzon, fucilimting
Bn investgation if conEminants were found. Another mfluent point, pravicusly called SeW01
the Building 71 mmmhale, wos deleted from the progrem duning CY 2001 for safety reasons,

Under the terms of the General Permit, sampling must take place ar least mwice sach stommwatsr
year under specific conditions, Monitoring also includes visual sbservation of one storm per month
iend quarterly obdervation of authorized and unauthanized non-stormenter discharges. All sampling
prodnits maist ba monitored for the following
=  Total suspended solids, pH, specific conductance, und total argamie carbion (TOC, O and
presze moy be substituted for TOC.
»  Ceriain substances ns prescribed by the permitif spevific operations are present,
»  Toxic chemicals and ocher pollutints that wre Jikely to be present in stormwaler dischargs
i siznificant quantines,
In Y 2001, the measured pH was always near neutral, wnd total peimoleum hydrocarbons {digseh)
were oftenseen in Jow quintities at most sampling polms; Ol and grease was not detected. Specific
conductance, wstally & melsubs of the degree of minemlizaton of water, was generally low, mnd
within the rmnge of domestic drinking water, The messure for total suspended solids (T55) was also
usunlly very low, indienttng clear water, Chesmieal oxypen demund (COD) i 2 measure that can be
correlitid 10 the pmount of orgamic mater (n the water, COD results {n stormwates discharse for the
Laboramry were pensrally low. Numents such &s pmimonil, nitrae, and nitrife wers alen seen uf all

stutions at low levels. Chicken Creek often exhibits bigher lovels of all fhese parameters than other

siles

Metal concentrations were penerally below detection limits. Only aluminum, fron, magnesum, and
Zine were above detection levels m the total-metals analyses. The Ceneral Penmit doss fiot contain
specific dischurge limits for metals. For companison purposes, Tabla 4-3 of the Busin Plan® gives
effluient Limitations for selecied toxic pollutints discharged to shallow sorface waters applicable 1o
point source discharges from Publicly Owned Treatmient Worky (such s the East Bay Municipal
Utillity District [EEMUD]} and industris efffuent,

Riuting starmwater samples are alio analyzed for slphe and bet emiters and tritum, No aipha
omfiers were detected Beta ermitters were detected ot low concantrtions (typical for natural
buckzround levels) once each at the Building 6% Storm Drain Manhele (SIW03) and Esst Canyon
(StWO3), and ot Chiclen Creek (S£WI) The masimum mritivm concentration in starmwater (507
B/l 11640 pCiiL]) was messtred in a semple collecied from the Building 89 Storm Drain
Manhole (SW03), o location where stormwnter rung onto the site. By comparisen, the maximum
trilium comcentration at the comesponding stormwiter discharge Jocation was |6 Bg/L (430 pCil),
measured in  sample collected from Clilcken Creek (StW04),
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July 17, 2003

M. Jetf Philliber

Environmental Planning Coondinator

Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, M 90K
One Cydobron Boad

Re! General Comments on the Notice of Freparation, Draft Forused, Tiered
Environmental Impact Report regarding the Construction and Operation of
Building 49 and G4 Parking Lot

Dear Coordinator, Philliber,

While disturbing the hillside by evacuabion of 26,000 cubic yards of soil in the construction of
Building 49 is presumed o not impact nearby buildings, homes and creels downhill to the west,
there i3 much that we still do not know about land formation groundwater migration, geologic
springs and thousands of wold creeks. The accumulative effects of these factors when and if &
@gﬁmmﬁqﬁk@ i landslide oocurs on built limd located on steep slopes very close to
several currently active earthquake faults and splays demands careful evaluation as a whole, instead
of the segmented approach that land developers favor

Despite thi best state of the art engineering designs, all of the buildings and roads of the
Lawrenon v Laboratory located in the steep Berkeley Oakland Hills are built on vilnerable
Tand formations—syulnerable for under the surface waters and earthquake fault movernends.
Additionally, there is still much we don’t know aboul the release of hazardous matenials stored at the
Lab into the environment should & strong earthquake eventeffect the hillsides, Add e this
reasomably foreseenhle scenarios of, landslide potentials with proundwaber and peologic water
surging o near the land surface causing land and mud stﬁas,ﬂakh'rg buildings, roads and uhility
Times:

One simplie example, Building 704 is reputed be contam “the pit”. We are told this building
stores radioactive elements-materials used i research. It might be a reascnably foresaeable impact,
that should a severe earthquake impact to such a degree and break that building and the lining of the
pil, materials could migrate in the&mnmwm the t Cafeteria Croel, destroying life.
{Please see attached photos of the owing Cafeteria ::re.ai and its diparian hillside.) Should the creck
arroyo be filled, hazandous material may migrate into the storm drainage system down into the main
campus and the City of Berkeley.

L, We request that the evacuation of a huge chunk of the hiliside be svaluated asa
cumulatively considerable environmental detriment when viewed in connection with past projects
and potential future hazards for the overall theoretical framework of the land use development
plar— rather han a segmented and fragmented plan.

2. This project of Building 49 could add an incremental afféct that combired with the effects of
the landstides of 1574 to the east up hill in the Lawrence Hall of Sdences area of the same watershed,
with ather historic land slides of the same watershed, could potentially result for the Lawrines Hall
aliding down the hill, which in turm wauld impact on homes, buildings, and roads in the Biackberry
Canyon Watershed.
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Topography

3. The topography of the Blackberry Canyon Watershed is almost tﬂh!]-f:flult-cbntmﬂed with

somie man-built impacts. The creeks were created when fracturing almg:'l'ueI yward Fault thrust a
mass of Plic-Flipstocene sedimentary complex upward o create the westward sloping Berkeley

d Hills, beginming as recently-as a million years ago. Just east of the Hayward Fault severe
erosion of soils has created steep sl Thus, in the upper hill areas of the Blackberry Canyon
Watershed {which is technically pﬁlhﬂﬂ&awhuty k Walershed), the geologie faulting and
erosion of soils and geology have afways been prone to fandslides. Cne can see ongoing deep erosion
scaring in these steep slopes,

Background on Dy Weather Landslides in Berkeley

Recall that hillside shide of 1974 was in the summer dry season. A large slide had ocpurred
ingide the Lawrence ilarh:lmh. It broke a building in bwo, (Building 46), took out a road and
und utilities, and tened to underming the Lawrence of Sdence (LHS). The other
slide tenied the atuep of Centennial Dirive, jost below LHS. The UC Campus engineer
analysis showed the unstable soil an the hillside was lubricated by und waterand another
mghmr,lmmtﬂm}uaddmn[mnmﬁquﬁnrmmhummdyﬁm- efosion, |ateral spread,
subsidence and soil collapse,

Background on Wet Weather Landslides in Berkeley

Landslides in Berkeley, particularly the Berkeley Hills. are well known to residents of the area.
The landslides oocur for four main ressons: soils, steep siopes, rainfall and sub-suriace srosion. ‘The
s0ils in the Berkeley Hills are high in day content. Clay affects the soil in that it has great water-
holding ability and can increase the volume of the soil by 20 percent. The drainage rate in this kind of
soil 18 very slow, These features cause a loss of shear strength and promote great slope mstabiliby.
Slope is the mostimportant site characteristic associated with the ocourrence of soil slips, which are
landslides involving only the material abowve the unweathered bedrock surtace. Scils are
bypically shallow and rocky are extremely prone mdﬂage. Slopes, which have high water content,
or slopes, which have been, cut into for roadwaya or butlding foundations influence landslide
OCCUTTENORE,

Mot seriaus landslides oocur during or immediately after storm periods in which more than
seven inches of rain fall. The Morth Berkeley Hills are high in day content and have steep slopes.
Intense storms in February 1940, October 192, and January 1982 had record-brealdng precpitation of
up bo 6.97 inches in one day. Much damage was cauded o the University and to residential areas as a
result of the sliding from these storms.

In the storm of February 1940 more than 35 slides ocourred, many of them serioasly
threatening homes. Houses were evacuated in many areas of North ‘Berkeley. The storm which came
in Oetober 1962 caused much damage in the hill area and necessitated the dasure of North Canyon
Road from the Memorial Stadium to the Radiation Laboratory because of 600 foot long mud slides
close to the gates of the Lab. This slide washed onto Gayley Road covering it with up to a foot of silt,
Mud and water flowed into Cowell Hospital, Inbermna Imnul House, and the Poultry Husbandry
Laboratory. Strawberry Center recreational area was surrounded by thres fest of mud.

nJanuary 1982 another intense storm caused enormous damage. Grizely Paak Boulevard was
f:rd}r blocked by landslides and Centennial Drive was closed from Strawberry Canyon pool to the
wrence Hall of Science. The shoulder level of Centennial Drive dropped several feet making it
necessary to reconstruct and repesition the rosd. Centennial Drive was dosed for eight months.
Abowe, we have cited only a few of the most deamatic slides from newspaper sources; much more
detailed factual landslide data 15 available in University fles,
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Hydrology

4. The proposed Building 49 s located in the Bladkberry Canyon Watershed named for the
mis-named Hackberry Creek _mmmﬂmmmﬁEHyhﬂmNmﬂ:kaﬁsmwm
Creek {(Blackberry Creek is another creck and names & wil in Berkeley at the Albany line.)
West of the Lawrence Lab, in the City of Berkeley, one can view the lowing North Fork of
Strawherry Creck in a deep wild canyon when walking Highland Path at the end of the road of
Highland Place.

S.any evacuation of 26,000 cubic yards of an extremely STEEP hillside slope will substantially
alter the exasting drainage pattern of not only the spedfic constriscon site and a litle space around; it
potentiaily will effect the entire Blackberry Canyon Watershed environment and those of us living
and working downstream in the Strawberry Creek Watershed all the way to the San Franciseo Bay.

f. Given the lack of recent stucies on the Blackberry Canyon Watershed gechydrology, it is
reasonable bo evaluate the desp hydrology of the Blackberry Canyon Wa . Note there isone
study by Converse Associates (1984). It would be prudent to place this study in the UC Library and
the Cities of Berkeley and Oakland Public Libraries as it is presently unavailable 10 researcheis and
public citizens; it does not appear in library indices or is referemoed in academic reporis

T conclude, it is our hope that you will embrace a ‘good neighborly planning’ perspective
and work with us for a healthy, clean, and less dangerous environment. Again, we request that the
plan of evacuation of a huge chunk of the hillside be evaluated as a cumulatively considerable
environmental detriment when viewed in connection with past projects and potential fulure hazards
for the overall theeretical framework of the Land Use Development Plan. This is instead of the
current fashion in planning with a-segmented and Fagmented plan that s not inclusive of the
community memory, Perhaps, alternate sites suggested by community folks and Lab workers with
lesser vulnerability could be considered and that take into account the consensus in the neighboring
community topreserve and protect our land, creeks and riparian resources from of
natire and mansmade,

Very truly yours,

mmrmﬂm

Jenmiter Mary Peanson
Neighbors of Schoolhouse | Lincoln Creek Watershed
Jennifermaryphd@hotmail.com

Attachments: 2 photos
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ECOCITY
BUILDERS

1678 Shastck Averse $66
Berkieley, CA 8470
ecocttyii g org
S10649. 1817

Seff Phillibe July 1%, 2003
Environmental Manning Coondinator o

Lawronee Berkeley MNational Labormory, MS 90K

One Cvolotron Rood

Berkeley, CA 94720

Erear Mir, Phillibsor;

Ecocity Builders strongly obgects 10 LBENL plsns 10 ¢onstroct bod operate Building 49 and the G-
Parfine Lot W it gspecilly opposed o the constriction of the G- Parking Lot which tnvolves g
in Chateteria Creck, u tributary of Strawberry Creek, with soil excaveted during the construetion of
Bailiing 45,

Currently, Ezocity Builders { ECB) is collaboeanng with e University of Califormia { UC) and tee City
of Borkeley (COB) on b proposil o the TALFED Witershied Program foe o grant to develop a
comprehensive planfor Stuwbery Cresk which will involve oll the constituents of the watershed Trom the
headwaters to the Sim Prascisoo Bay, The grane proposal also requests suppart for the following profeciy
us they relate to Lhe Striwberry Creek:

= Upper reaches culvert and debrisrock repair (UC)

o Woater quinlity sssessments and kialysis (UC and COB)

= Detniled desipn el cost annbvsis for duylighting in downtiwn (ECE)

= Voluntary trpnsfer development tights pilol progrm for coeck: reatoritaon (ECH and OO0
= Culvert assessmont (COH )|

» Tidnl channel agsesament for the wnouih of Strawbery Creek (ECH}

We stronaly urge LBNL w reilink and revise 08 plans for Building 49 aud the G-4 Paking Lol We
b [avite you join with the Univeesity, of Californie, the City of Berkeley and Eeoeity Buildérs in
developing the CALFED program lor (ks historically sfgnificsn and envimnmnientilly essentlal watershed.

1ok (orwird w milking with you further on how LBNL con paicipate.

Simmf:z TSLdidpe
!v/hu{fl:drim;c

Somber, Bosrd of Dircctois; Beotity, Bulllers
510.526.9105, bridgemedemf et

Elopy
Chardes V. Shank. Director, Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory
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Keith Lichien and Tima Low, Sin Faneisco Regpionsl Water Oanlity Control Board

Ed Witie and Calvin Fong. US Armwy Corps of Engineers, San Frangiseo Bisimiet - Regolaiory Brinch
Honorsble Lom Hancock CA Stale Asseinblymember, Districe 14

Mayor Tom Bates, City of Berkeley

Berkeioy Civ Connell Members: Lindi Moo, Mitipiret Brebumd, Madelle Shirek, Donn Spring, Miciam
Howley, Betty Olds, Krzs Wonhington, Gordon Wozmak
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et thetkelow Lab Prispasal to Hury Creck . ENTTIOAT.

Subject: Lawrence Rerkeley Lab Proposal to Bory Creek - DON"T DOIT
Date: Thu, 17 Tul 2003 17 0040 0700
From: Duine Tokugaws @ kp.org
T juphilliber @bl gov, cvshanka@ bl pov, ipowel @] goy
CEC: khlErh2 swnchoca, gov, ] erbawrchoei oy, ewylie ispd Usie irmy. nilmil,
:ﬂmg@:pﬂ.nsu.::_mm_',rnummﬂ asdembl ymemberh ook @ asembly.ca mov,
migyorEci berkeley.caus, muno@cybakeleyica.us. breland @ bereley.caus,
shirek ol berkeley oo, springidcl berkeley.cas, mbawley & ci berkeley. caus,
olds @ berkeleyv cnus, worthinglon @ cl.berceley cnirs, pwoztinkBei, herkelevca s,
clerki®onberkeley caus: gamon@ereckeats.com

Lmsz Birs,

T-haws read aboit lawrence Berkelay Lub'ew lotent oo £311 & vEllsy with
dirt, ‘buky & aresk anc BUilA & parking locover 4t [Budldiogodand &l
parieingy. Bwch a prodjadt le eppologlesliy onconsolodable in bodsy's day
amil ag=. If wia ware Living Iln the 1%¥80°s, I'd expect that project soold
he biginees as ustal. We burled svsrything then and botls everywhers
with ':rrq;\u.rjj.‘:y. &1L af ws-pey the environmentnl price tag now, It 135
muoh more gifficult asd axpensive ro rescore-the fand. 1t {8 cheap spd
sagy to dezrrov’ Lk, There 1 an sxisting riparisn habicat ‘'wich Codst Live
fake, and wildlife corridos It la lrYesponeible fo procesd forther
withont full amd Hpen digcusslon of alcernative sitos: and albernative
plansfor construstion sa well as camplete revisw - of the eovirormental
Impect Gn this armal

Thlg proposed project wiolaves che Cloy of Z=srlwley’s Fromk Ordinance which
Iam tald ot do oot aeed to afieFoite. I den't ondarstmod why the
government gan fot b= held te the pane Frapdacds &6 anyooo eloe, JEiran

g0, ‘T Hope that khs LEL commanicy would gharm the same wvalpes as I and mamy
oruoc AafvocE e O prrSsaEye netural speca snd hobhitnr,

T strongly doge vl Lo rEoongidsr this project ‘ag it im curresidly proposed.
Pleasge chooem afl alrérnacive dueeion tomiginise dwpart o The sl ronmsbe
btnd pleass "Dog'c pave paradics and potiup e parking Lok*

Sinoeraly;

Dimne .ft. T W

1388 Sprue Bh.
Barkaldy, CR 34708

1afi RIS A
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I"mra,wl Ralihing il O Parkdnig
Suhject: Proposed Building 49 and G4 Parking
Dartes Thas, 17 Jul 20005 07 :35:08 07K
From; Aban Gould sadisoulde comeas, nei=
Tz FGPhilber @ b1 oy, CVEhank @ b zoy, TPowell@ibEgoy
CC: khl@eh2 wwreh,cusov (l@rh 2 swehicagov, dwylie @ sp uruee, vy il

cfomp@ s uspce, army.ll, opinton @ berkeleydailyplanct com,

asserublymember hancock G assembly. cogov, mayor@ei berkeley cous;

ik i® i berkicley.caams, hrekmd o berkeley gy, shirek 4 oicharleley, caog,

spring Eeh borkeley cn.ug, mhawley@ter berkeley carus, olds@oiberkeley.cans,

winthingon@ e berkoley.cous, CiWoznlak @ el berkeley.ca us, clerlodiel berkeley cans
Bear Sim,
1 hnve read the Notioe of Prepacation Draft Focused, Tiered Environmental Tmpusot Report for
proposed Bublfing 45 and G4 Parking at Liwrence Berkeley Nationnl Labormory, Twostild 1ike o (ake this
ppporunity (o say that the basie design which ealls for completely filling in an existing créek to put in
paved parking is highly objectionable for ecologleal vngd sesiletic reasons, The smserent in the notice tia
the projecl waould
“regiiire the reroval af several wees and other vegetation. including cak tres anid some Tiparian plng
species, fomm the lower elevitions of the proyect site."
it extrornely distarhing b me.
Commriinity values are tellectad faithy well in the Cily of Berkeley's Creek Ordinance. in which such o
praect Lhint covers ah open creek with parking lotwould be Hlegal, Even thotgh LBNL does nor answés 1o
Cliy of Berkeley per se, | kuow the same viltes s shared by mony m the University. and LANE
comminiities, Though thete miy. be some people whe pretes o Hve In winlly Gbricated environments nd
newor fee @ treg or biade of grass, MOST people prefer to have some notorak seting within their
comnmimity space, We mist be VERY careful dn phinmng our b dings that we ot fall into i trend of
destroving every sguure inch of natural Spoce irdund us, ESPECTALLY such ecologically sensitive sitos us
creeks:
| stromgly wrge you b proposs improverents thist will ave kst impact on our oaeal epyironmen And
PLEASE domt fill in wereck to make sparking lot!
Seerely,
Adan Could
member of Live Ouk Codormices Creek Nelghborhood Associmion
and employee ot Lawrenee ol of Science
[ 256 Spruce St, Berkeley, CA
RABAAET () BA3-508E (w)

{0 ) TR WS4 s
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GENE C, RERMARD
¥ Ardan Rood

Berkaley, CA 94704
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Bl 29 & Dl pomrmtits

Subject: Bidg 49 & G-4 comments
Dater Fri, T8 Jul 2003 1630052 0000
From: 1M Sharp <itsi @0 thnad come
T IGPhillibert bl gov

Furdcopy 8 the mnil

B Thompsond) sharp * 2663 Le Conte Avenue Berkeley CA 94709 « 510M644-9344

L8 July 2003

Mr Jeit Philliber

Envivonmesial Planmng Coordinator

Lawrence Berkeley Mationud Laboratory, M5 90K
ne Cyelotron Road

Berkeley CA 9472()

Re:  NOWIS for the Building 49 and G-4 Parking Lot Focused Tiervd EIR
Dear Mr Plulliber:

Within the fast seven months—and with shock and awe-—-we've watched how the Lal rapidly
secured UC Regents” approval for a six-story nanctechnology facility (aka “Malecular
Foundry') in Strawberry Canvon with an absoelute mimmmum of environmental disclosure
ind public scmtiny,

Now i"s like déja vaall over agaim, At least this time weve had o Notice of Prepagation
and [nitinl Stucy (NOPIS ) to study and 4 Public Scoping Meeting (30 June) and Skie Tooar
{7 July) to aitend.

Yet we still can't believe that LBNL's project stewards are truly serious about transforming
this latest pair of mega-proposals into reality. After atl, the Lab still describes iself ns »
“world-closs instintion”, doesn't 17

We have no reason (o doubt the assertion that many of the Lah's 4200 employees are
cramped for space. Mor dowe doubt that many are frustrated by the Lack of parking near
their job sites. But are these inconveniences sufficient to justify excavating 26,000 cubic
yards of matevial from 4 steep glupe to build an office tower (Building 49) and to dump the
residuals inio a nearby Steawberry Creek tbutary to create 2 95+-space ((3-4) parking lot!

To us, the undetlving rationale for Building 49—thart the Lab fails to meet federal space
allocation requirements—ippenrs bogns. Does LBNL face any penalties if Lab space

Inid TR0l S0 P
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Wl 4% &% Ci=4 conmifuistin

doesn’t match up with the fipures recommended by the General Services Administration?
How much would the Lab's existing space/employee figures be altered by transferring 240
existing employees into the proposed Building 49! How many more such buildings would
be required o meer GSA speaifications under current conditions

The NOPAS promises that the EIR will exanune alternative on-site or off-site locations for
this “decompression” office space. I only that were so. In our experience with
UC-sponsored CEQA exercises, the alternative “straw men' are routinely flatiened by the
“preferred alternitive™—the one selected before o Notice of Preparation and Initkil Stody are
ever drafied,

Muoreover, we wonder hiow far the Lab's preferred alternative would By without the
“wnigue” risk-bearing contribution of the consorium of privite companics who plan to
linance, design, construct, own, and manage Building 49,

Asg unconscionable as we find the proposal to transform a Aparian corridor into a parkmg
lot, we are equally appadled by the precedent emerging here, Will public university land
inereagingly hecome thi domain of private developers via clever lease-back dmangements?

Albove all, we are struck by the incredible waste of human resources that this whole process
represents. Grown (and presumably well-paid) men and women in 21st-Century Berkeley
are spending inorduate amounts of their Hme and encrgy to advance a pair of projects
which are af odds with clanr thinking and good watershed manigement,

It is a9 if the University is determingd 10 retum to the bad old days of the last century when
Memorial Stadium blasted its way into the mouth of Sirawberry Canyon, Have the
intervening 80 vears taught UC nothing about the importance of site stewardship?

Our hope 15 that public reaction to this NOP/IS stimulates sufficient introspection within
U e TRNL that an ETR won't be necessary and that the projects as proposed will be
withdrawn guictly.

It's not impossible. After all, wé recall that the NOP/S for in EIR on LBNL's Long Range
Development Plan (2002} was issued in October 2000, Over 1000 days later, we have yet
1o see a follow-on document.

aincerely,

Daniiella Themmpson lames & Sharp

dofd WIRDO 301 7™
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Subject: Comments on NOP
Dinte: Fri, 1§ Tul 2003 17:00: 17 0700
From: "Andy Kotz <andykz@golink borkeley edu=
To: <]GPhilliber @bl govzs
CC: <worthington @ei Berkeleyen wss, <mayoeritcl berkeloy.cauls
WL amunt! <jlamixitd creekeads Loms; <papricetIblgoye, pblommii carthiink net=
Thie fofiowing eremy cormements-on LENL'S NOP far the Bulding 49 and G-4 Partang Lot, sent wia eamail and LSES.
| mm sppesed lo this preiect, and Sobmit the fallowing eommentson the adeguasy of an EIR-I conductod sang tha
dagoriation of fhe NOP,
The ignitlcant bim
O page 2007 the MO, LBL expects to work ont mitigations with the virous ageneies; bui Burying the
creck i [Hkely to ereatd o sianifieant mmpset Mt will be diffieat or impossible (o mlilgul-:. Seciiony
disouzsing how the project woold aloor the encek (p263 diwnpl sy dismiss the project ns"not upcctﬁl to
besipnificanl " However, on p27 the project i referred to as 4 “potentially significant oampact” unﬂl
rrtigaticns witl the !l:}.'.I:-L!E'i are 1n11n|j Althowghy o L il | I:hg g:lnu will bie nindvied in (he EIR. the
sttomtion should : (4
Endangered Species and Fish and Game Determination
The Alamedo nhip,mnk:: atid dhitks are discussed on page 36, huat #18, the Fish end Game Delermimition,
dates that thire @ noevidence Tor a potential impacs on witdiife Sinee (he creek i3 connected to Tiden
Paik, ancl the sread nvolved are potental babitat, it is an madeguaey to scope that oot. There 1 1 potential
for change that woald siversely aifec wildlife resproes, aml #1185 should be checked as "Yes "
Loca| Cool Zone
Laocal vhservers, including Julier Lymont, have also noticed o focal cool zone that would impact the
environment 1 thecreek wos removed, The EIR shonld review this cool some an s pirt of biologieal
resoucces wed ydrofogy.
Thank you for waur considerion
Andy Kate
1518 Parkar #304
Buarfoglery, OA 84704
510-540-5021
Lt TEIUIINS 0K AM
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i THOMwP 02 SHARF » 2663 LE COMTT AVERUIE SCRRLLEY KA 56705 « S0/ od-5044

18- July 2003
page 1 of 2
Mr Jeft Philliber
Enviremmental Planning Coardinator
Lawrence Berkeley Mationa] Laborarory, MS 90K
e Cvelitron Road
Berkeley CA 94720

He:  NOPAS for the Building 49 gond G-4 Parking Lot Foevsed Tiervd ETR
Drepr M Philliber:

Within the last seven months—and with shoek and awe—we've watched how
the Lab rapidly secured UC Regenis® approval for a six-story nanotechnology
facility {aka “Molecular Foundry™) in Strawberry Canyon with an absolue
mintmum of environmental disclosure and public serutiny,

MNow it's like déja vu all over agaln. Al least this time we've had o Notice
ol Preparation and Initial Study (NOPTS) to study and o Public Scaping
Meeting (30 June) and Site Tour(7 July) o attend,

Yot we stil] can't believe thut LBNL ' projec] stewards are truly serjous
about transforming this litest pair ol mega-proposals ot reality. Afterall,
the Lab still describes itself as a “world-class institution”, doesn™t it?

Wie hevie no reason to doubt the assertion that many of the Lab's 4200
employvees are cramped for space. Nor do we doubt that many are frustrated by
the luck of parking near their job sites. But are these inconvenieness sofficiem
lo justify excavating 26,000 cubic yards of material from a steep slope 1o build
an offiee tower (Building 493 and to:dump the residuals into & nearby
Strawberry Creek tributary 1o ereate a %5-+-space (G-4) parking lot?

o us, the underlying rtionale for Bailding 49—ihat the Lab fails 10 meel
tedernl space nllocation requirements—appears bogus, [Joes LANL face
any penaltics if Lab spece doesn™ mutch up with the fgures recommended
by the General Services Admimstration? How much would the Lab’s
existing spacelemplovee figures be altered by transferring 240 existing
employees into the proposed Building 497 Hiw many more such buildings
wanld be required 1o meet GSA specifications under curvent conditions®
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Building 49 and G4 NOP/IS comments, 18 July 2003 page 2 of 2

The NOMIS promises that the EIR will examine alternative on-site or off-site
locations for this “decompression” office space. [Fonly that were so. In our
experience with UC-sponsored CEQA exercises, the alternative “strow men™ are
routinely Qattened by the “prefemed altcrmative” —the one selected before o
Notice of Preparation and Tnitial Study are ever drafied.

Moreaver, we wonder how far the Lab's preforred alternative would fly watheut
the “umigue” risk-bearing contribution of the consortium of private companics
who plan to finanee, design, construct, o, and manage Building 45,

As Uncomscionahle as we find the proposal (o tmnsform a riparian corfidor
mito a4 parking lot, we are equally appalled by the precedent emerging here.
Wil public university land inoreasingly become the domain of private
developers vin clever lease-back arrangements?

Above all, we are strick by the Ineredible waste of human resources that this
whole process represents. Grown (and presumably well-paid) men and
women in 21st-Century Berkeley are spending mordinate amounts of their
time and energy 1o advance a pairof projects which are at odds with elesr
thinking and good watershed management,

It tsms if the University | determined to return to the bad old days of the
last century whep Memorinl Stadium blasted its way into the mouth of
Strawlerry Canyon,  Have the intervening 80 years mught UC nothing
about the importanee of site siewardship?

Our hope is that publie reactien to this NOP/IS stimulates sufficient
introspection within UC #nd LBNL that a EIR won't be necessiary and that
the projects ds proposed will be withdrown quictly.

I{"s not impossibile, Afier all, we recall that the NOP/IS for an EIR on
LBNL's Long Range Development Plan (2002 was issued in October 2000,
Ower 1000 days Tater, we have yet to see a follow-on document.

Sincerely, )
™, \M L‘ ';._' i
Praniella Thompson :Ymﬂé. M Sharp
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MEMORANDUM
Date: 7-18-03
To: LBNL
From: BerkeleyCouncilmember Dona Spring
Subject: LBNL Scoping for proposed Bldg. 49
Clodeff Philliber

Environmental Planning Coordinator

Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, MS 90K
One Cyclotron Road

Berkeley CA 94720

E-MAIL: JGPhilliber@lbl.gov

I want to express my strong opposition to the LBNL proposal to land fill
in Cafeteria Creek in a small valley/corridor that will destroy the
ecological integrety of the North Branch area of the Strawberry Creek to
create a parking lot. The infill of this creek could be detrimental to the
watershed capacity of Strawberry Canyon and create conditions for
flooding, soil destabilization and mudslides in an area close to a major
earthquake fault. This Canyon is also a high fire hazard area and
recently the City of Berkeley had to respond to an acre and a half
wildfire in the area.

Other Issues to be aware of:

1. Excavation of a hillside will make the environment more prone to
mud slides, floods and seismic instability.

2. Loss of habitat for protected and endangered species like the
California whip snake.
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3. Fire danger and lack of egress from site
4. Types of research hazardous and military
5. How is this project being funded? Who are the funding sources?

6. What animlas or organisme will be use in research?

Letters with comments:

Dear Colleagues,

Below is a copy of a letter regarding the Rad Lab and LBNL’s newest
plan to build on the shaky landslide prone ground an office building and
to use the soil to fill in Cafeteria Creek in a small valley that will
destroy the ecological integrety of the North Branch area of the
Strawberry Creek Sib-Watershed. It is planned that a developer do the
disturbances and construction, instead of LBNL. If you have ever seen
this creek you will realize it is like most creeks in this climate zone,
technically called a "Mediterranean strto a few inches depth as a racoon
does. Still, you can see the tree line of its course and often find the
beautiful deer grazing the luscious leaves along its banks. And too, if
you are a bird watcher, you can observe many species of migratory birds
in those trees eating grubs etc..Cafeteria Creek likely receives its water
from the Lennert Aquifer under Grizzly Peak. Most of the maps on
geology, soils and hydrology the Lab cites in land use planning
documents are 25 years old--from the days the Lab was the Rad Lab

and everything possible was classified "top secret" and out of the public

realm. Now, since the Clinton government with O'Leary opening up the

Lab to public access and scrutiny, it is now time to request information
on the geography, hydrology, geology, the 4 active earthquake faults,
groundwater resources and waste disposal.

The aquifer might well serve as a "fresh water bank" for the citizens of

Berkeley--especially in the event of a severe earthquake which likely
would
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rupture EBMUD's aquaducts. However, we don't yet know of studies of
the

aquifer and we don't know if that pure geologic water is now
contaminated '

from the dirty plumes over the aquifer that the Lab still hasn't cleaned
up, .

presuming that they are "contained"--at least on the surface.

We must insist on a good understanding of the ancient creeks and
watersheds

rather than destroy what Nature has provided by imposing an
engineering

model building plan that in a few years will be deemed obsolete and
need a

retrofit as has been the case for most public buildings. Many engineers
agree it is far better to integrate and build with nature's design of the
land--especially in hi risk earthquake zones. We know about the
earthquake :

induced soil liquefaction potential of creek watercourses and the
landslide

potential of the shaky ground of the Strawberry Creek Upper
Watershed per

the State Department of Conservation's Seismic Hazards Mapping
Project that

anticipates the "big earthquake within the next 30 years. (April 2003).
(You

can see those new maps at the main Public Library or the City Planning
Permits Office).

The University uses a Watershed Management Plan for the Main
Campus up to '

the Stadium and a little beyond but surprisingly, despite having a world
famous seismic study center, still does not include any discussion of the
seismic landslide and soil liquefaction potential of the land leased to the
Department of Energy for the Lab! Please review the letter below and
write

something.

Jennifer
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This from Phil Price & Juliet Lamont.

Date: Wed, 2 Jul 2003 15:10:49 -0700
From: JLamont <jlamont(@creekcats.com

Subject: STOP LBL/UCB PROPOSAL TO BURY CREEK, OAKS,
AND WILDLIFE CORRIDOR!

The letter below is from my husband, Dr. Phil Price. LBNL (and UCB)
is

proposing to fill in a creek and small valley as part of a terrible,
anti-environmental building proposal. Please read this,write in
opposition

letters, put pressure on LBL any way you can, and spread the word! If
we're

going to allow this in Berkeley, it can happen anywhere.

- Juliet Lamont

Dear Friends of Creecks and the Environment,

Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory (LBNL), in conjunction with
ucC

Berkeley, has just begun the EIR process for a project that -if built as
planned - WILL. COMPLETELY BURY A SMALL CREEK AND
FILL

MOST OF ITS VALLEY, in order to build a parking lot. In fact,
although LBNL

does want the parking lot, that's not the main motivation: really, they
just

need a place to dump over 2000 truckloads of dirt (that's not a typo) that
will be generated by excavating for a new building, and disposing of it

on-site will save them a lot of money and a lot of hassle. Where can you

dump 2000 truckloads of dirt? In a valley. It doesn't seem to bother
them
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that the valley is a thriving creek corridor that includes several coast
live oaks, supports lots of bird life, and is threaded with paths made by
the Lab's black-tailed deer. Moreover, it provides wildlife corridor
linkage

to Tilden Park open space areas. In short, the project will:

* completely bury roughly 300 (or more) linear feet of open creek;
* result in the removal of numerous coast live oaks and other important
riparian vegetation;

* actually fill in (1.e. bury) a riparian corridor with 2000 truckloads'
worth of of dirt;

* cut away an extremely steep slope for building construction - an
mappropriate building site - thus generating the dirt fill in the first
place;

* construct a new parking lot, thereby actively promoting more vehicle
use,
traffic, and air pollution

I'm very familiar with this particular creek, having noticed it many times
on my daily ride home from the Lab, where I've worked for the past ten
years. When the weather conditions are right, I can feel a steady flow of
cool air pouring down the valley, creating a local cool zone that is very
noticeable as I pass through it.

Because the valley opens onto the road right at a hairpin curve that
holds

drivers' attention, most employees have probably never noticed this
steep-sided valley and its seasonal creek...but I have, and I

don't want to see it destroyed. In fact, I'll quit rather than be a part of
an organization that will fill in a creek. I love my job and colleagues,
but

LBNL cannot be allowed to act so irresponsibly.
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Please help to stop this horrendous proposal.

I've taken a few photos of the site, which you can see at
thttp://homepage.mac.com/pnprice/PhotoAlbum11.html

Please do take a look at the photos: as you'll see this is a beautiful and
ecologically valuable creek valley - and, contrary top LBL's statements,
it

is very well vegetated (by the way, the creek is called "Cafeteria Creek"
on

the Lab's maps, and although it's dry for a few months in summer and
fall,

it has running water for much of the year).

Much more information on the project is available at the Lab's web site,
http://www.lIbl.gov/Community/env-rev-docs.html

where you want the 6-16-03 "notice of preparation” -- most of the other
documents there are for another project (NOTE that this project is NOT
the

nano-technology foundry building - this is yet another building
proposal!).

To add to the problems, the building site itself is an extremely poor
choice: it contains a grove of Coast Live Oaks, and is extremely steep --
that's why so many truckloads of dirt need to be excavated. If you're
unhappy with the Lab's plans for the building in addition to the plans for
the parking lot, I encourage you to

write about that, too. If LBNL committed to cleaning up and re-using
sites

currently available for building (i.e. not new open space), this project
would be totally unnecessary!

At this point, the Lab is "scoping" the Environmental Impact
Report...that

is, they're figuring out what should be included. It's vital that they
consider reasonable alternative sites; much of the problem is that their
proposed building site is on a very steep slope requiring extensive
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excavation; there are much better building sites at the Lab.

It's also important to immediately show the Lab that they are going to
face

substantial opposition to this ridiculously anti-environmental proposal,
SO

that they consider alternatives before becoming totally committed to it.

So, please help convince your organization, and all the citizens you
know,

to take a stand against this proposal. Please have your organization, or
you

as an individual, write letters to the Lab, to the Regional Water Quality
Control Board, and to the Army Corps of Engineers, stating your
unequivocal

opposition to filling in a creek corridor, for a parking lot or for any
other reason. Write to the media and your local politicians as well
(Assemblymember Loni Hancock's address is listed below)!

And please, please pass this messagé on to as many colleagues and
organizations you know - letters to newspapers and the media as well! -
who

also believe in protecting our environment. We need to act NOW, and to
SPEAK

OUT, to stop this terrible proposal.

Please write to as many of the contacts below as you can. Hard copy
letters

are the best, but you can also e-mail (and "cc" everyone below), if that's
all you have time for. But please do write in, and spread the word!

Sincerely,

Dr. Phillip N. Price
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From: J M Sharp [mailto:itsa@dnai.com]
Sent: Thursday, June 26, 2003 5:37 PM
To: itsa@dnai.com

Subject: LBNL's double whammy

Greetings.

If you're looking for some local excitement next Monday evening, June
30, this message is for you (see below).

The ink 1s barely dry on the UC Regents' certification of the Mitigated
Negative Declaration for Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory's 90k-+
gross square foot Molecular Foundry (ie, nanotechnology) project in
Strawberry Canyon.

Now, LBNL has announced another six-story project (this one only 65k
gsf) called Building 49. It will be just up the hill from upper Hearst
Avenue. The purpose of the proposed research building is to
"decompress" overcrowded office space for up to 240 Lab employees.

Oddly, neither the Department of Energy, the Lab, nor UC will own
Building 49. Instead, a developer will lease it back to UC and the Lab
when it is completed.

The project will require the excavation of some 26k cubic yards of soil,
which LBNL wants to re-use as the underpinning for a new 90-120-stall
parking lot--to be called the G-4 Parking Lot--on the hill south of the
existing Building 50 and 70 complexes. This site is part of the
watershed area for the North Fork of Strawberry Creek.

Apparently because of the environmental sensitivity of this double
project, LBNL plans to do a focused Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
which will be "tiered off" of the Lab's 1987 Long Range Development
Plan.
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Permit approvals will be required from the US Army Corps of
Engineers, the California Department of Fish and Game, and the San
Francisco Regional Water Quality Control Board.

Dear Mayor and Members of the City Council,

This e-mail includes a great description of the latest proposed project
at

LBNL. The degradation of what remains of Strawberry Canyon is
proceeding at

break neck speed in advance of a Long Range Development Plan with
the

inevitable

result of clogging our city streets with traffic and destroying our
watershed. :

The community dialogue is become broader and deeper. Please be a
part of

it.

Thanks.

Janice Thomas
President, Panoramic Hill Association

A grass fire Saturday consumed an acre and a half off centennial Drive, near the
Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory (LBNL) and the Lawrence Hall of Science,

before being extinguished by Berkeley, Oakland and East Bay Regional Parks
firefighters.

The blaze, which was reported to the Berkeley Fire Department at 7:41 P.M., began
spreading up the hill from the north side of Centennial Drive toward LBNL. Firefighters
responding to the scene contained the fire by 8:08 p.m.

"It produced a nice column of smoke and scared everybody, but we took care of the
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problem pretty quickly," said Berkeley Fire Department deputy chief David Orth.

~ Because the Strawberry Canyon area, which includes Centennial Drive, runs along the
Berkeley-Oakland border, the location is a full-response area, which meant that
companies from both cities and the parks department responded to the call. The
Berkeley Fire Department sent three engines and a ladder truck, along with 15
firefighters, to fight the blaze.

A team from the California Department of Forestry also responded, but did not join the
fight because the others had contained the fire so quickly. Orth said none of the area
structures, including LBNL and the Lawrence Hall of Science, were threatened by the
fire.

The cause of the fire was unknown and under investigation as of Monday. Because
much of the area is University of California land, the investigation will be directed by the
state fire marshal.

"For the moment it is being treated as a crime scene,” Orth said.

California State Fire Department personnel said the results of them investigation would
be made public later this week.

A second smaller fire was reported about a half-mile north of the Centennial Drive blaze
around the same time. It had been extinguished by citizens by the time firefighters
arrived at the scene.
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